Google 



This is a digital copy of a book lhal w;ls preserved for general ions on library shelves before il was carefully scanned by Google as pari of a project 

to make the world's books discoverable online. 

Il has survived long enough for the copyright to expire and the book to enter the public domain. A public domain book is one thai was never subject 

to copy right or whose legal copyright term has expired. Whether a book is in the public domain may vary country to country. Public domain books 

are our gateways to the past, representing a wealth of history, culture and knowledge that's often dillicull lo discover. 

Marks, notations and other marginalia present in the original volume will appear in this file - a reminder of this book's long journey from the 

publisher lo a library and linally lo you. 

Usage guidelines 

Google is proud lo partner with libraries lo digili/e public domain materials and make them widely accessible. Public domain books belong to the 
public and we are merely their custodians. Nevertheless, this work is expensive, so in order lo keep providing this resource, we have taken steps to 
prevent abuse by commercial panics, including placing Icchnical restrictions on automated querying. 
We also ask that you: 

+ Make n on -commercial use of the files We designed Google Book Search for use by individuals, and we request thai you use these files for 
personal, non -commercial purposes. 

+ Refrain from automated querying Do not send automated queries of any sort lo Google's system: If you are conducting research on machine 
translation, optical character recognition or other areas where access to a large amount of text is helpful, please contact us. We encourage the 
use of public domain materials for these purposes and may be able to help. 

+ Maintain attribution The Google "watermark" you see on each lile is essential for informing people about this project and helping them find 
additional materials through Google Book Search. Please do not remove it. 

+ Keep it legal Whatever your use. remember that you are responsible for ensuring that what you are doing is legal. Do not assume that just 
because we believe a book is in the public domain for users in the United States, that the work is also in the public domain for users in other 

countries. Whether a book is slill in copyright varies from country lo country, and we can'l offer guidance on whether any specific use of 
any specific book is allowed. Please do not assume that a book's appearance in Google Book Search means it can be used in any manner 
anywhere in the world. Copyright infringement liability can be quite severe. 

About Google Book Search 

Google's mission is to organize the world's information and to make it universally accessible and useful. Google Book Search helps readers 
discover the world's books while helping authors and publishers reach new audiences. You can search through I lie lull lexl of 1 1 us book on I lie web 
al |_-.:. :.-.-:: / / books . qooqle . com/| 



U,$ iif a f, io, i' 




US \\1 OS •!<>•$ 



J86 4/; /c*n£ 1. 






INTRODUCTION. 

In submitting the following pages to those, who may take 
an interest in the affairs of this church, it is not designed to 
excite or prolong contention, but to furnish the means of 
more correct information of the late dissenjion manifested 
here, that truth and candor may be promoted. The church 
have no desire to obtrude upon public notice the internal 
management of their concerns, or to criminate the conduct 
of others ; theigtobject is to vindicate themselves from un- 
just imputations, that the salutary influence which they may 
justly possess, in promoting pure religion, may not be im- 
paired. It has been evident that great misapprehensions 
concerning the foundation of the complaints made against 
the church have been entertained, and that very injurious 
impressions against it have been disseminated, not only in 
this place, but in the vicinity, by industrious attempts to 
create and promote disaffection towards the church. In con- 
sequence of this, and to afford better means of correct infor- 
mation to those who might desire it, the church a considera- 
ble time since authorized a committee to publish the writings, 
which related to the late subject of dissatisfaction. Thi4 
measure has been delayed from a hope that it would become 
unnecessary, — that when the feelings excited upon the occa-t 
sion had become more calm by time, correct views of the 
subject would .be taken, where inaccurate and unjust ones 
had been entertained. It is pleasing to observe, that this 
effect to a considerable extent has been produced, though 
not so far as would be desirable, or as might be expected if 
the means of information were increased. As many also 
among us are urgent to possess a copy of these papers, it 
has at length been thought expedient, that their wishes 
should be gratified. 

The offence, which caused the dissatisfied members to 
separate from the church, so far as it can be understood from 
their memorials, lies in a small compass. We have a right 
to presume that they, in their memorials, stated the real op- 
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e rating cause of their renouncing communion and fellowship 
with the church ; otherwise they must he supposed to have 
been guilty of flagrant duplicity and incincerity in assigning 
one thing as the cause, if in reality it were something else, 
which they have not declared. The offence appears to be* 
that the church had adopted a regulation and pursued a prac- 
tice according to it, which permitted, or rather required can- 
didates for admission to make a satisfactory declaration of 
their faith, without insisting that it should be done in one 
unvaried form of words. 

It is true, that in their writings, they labored more in at- 
tempting to shew, contrary to the declaredftmderstanding of 
the church, that the regulation had in one way and another 
been repealed, than they did to prove that the regulation or 
practice was either unscriptural or evil. But still they 
i , might be unwilling it should be inferred, that they were 

more offended, that the church did not submit to their opin- 
ion about the actual existence of the regulation, than they 
were with the regulation itself. 

Whatever else either of their ex parte councils may have 
pleased to insinuate or assert to have been a grievance, but 
which has not been presented as such by the disaffected 
members for redress, surely could make no part of the case 
between the church and those members. 

It has never been so much as pretended to the church by 
those members, that in consequence of the regulations of the 
church any person unsound in faith, or of an unchristian 
character, or who ought to be rejected for want of sufficient 
qualification, has ever been admitted into the church. It 
was the regulation itself, or the votes that recognised its ex- 
istence and permitted a practice according to it, and not any 
corrupt state, or oppressive conduct in the church, that was 
complained of as the " weighty grievance. 9 ' 

From what is mentioned, the subject at issue may be so 
far known as is necessary for understanding the documents. 

After a candid examination of the transactions, the reader 
will be prepared to decide without difficulty, whether the 
church have so conducted in this matter, that the communion 
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and fellowship of other christians ought in good conscience to 
he withheld from them, or that thej have given sufficient 
cause to any of their members to raise the banner of reli- 
gions party, and rend in twain a chnrch of Christ. 

It is not without concern we have observed the evils pro- 
ceeding from such a state, the disaffection spread against the 
church, the course of proselytism pursued by so operating 
upon those sensibilities which adorn and betted fit the minds 
of females for acting in their proper sphere, that they are 
beguiled into the ranks, involved in the inquietude, and in- 
duced to the restless activity and incessant importunity of 
sectarian partisans. Though the unhappy effects of such 
proceedings may not be very prominent subjects of general 
observation, yet they come near the heart, and intrench 
deeply upon the enjoyment flowing from the tender charities 
of life. The mutual confidence which lies at the foundation 
of domestic happiness is unsettled. The kindly influence of 
parental instruction and example in piety, becomes chilled 
and enfeebled by the dark shades of distrust, which may be 
interposed between the heads and between the members of 
families, who all with equal apparent sincerity profess a de- 
sire to learn of the same divine Teacher, and to obey the 
same Prince of Peace. 

While we lament these evils so unpropitious to the culti- 
vation of the christian temper, and which result from at- 
tempts to rend in pieces a christian church, that church, con- 
scious of the rectitude of their intentions, clearly indicate by 
the course they have directed to be taken, that they do not 
shrink from the closest scrutiny into their proceedings. 
Those who will judge, they wish may possess the means of 
judging correctly. 

The editors are sensible that the transactions disclosed, 
and the principles by which they were directed, might have 
been exhibited as intelligibly and with more brevity ; but It 
has been preferred in this publication, though at the expence 

i 

of brevity, to give all the papers on both sides of the ques- 
tion at full length, as presenting the case in the most authen- 
tic form. 
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The reports of committees* thongft tfccapfeti Djr Ih6 
church, might not perhaps be strictly considered atf acts of 
the church; yet, as they wwM exhibit mol^ accurately^ 
than could easily be done in anjf other fray, the views of the 
church and the general reasons- of their proceedings, tfiey 
have been inserted entire. 

To a reader who should look upon: diem as written for the 
public, they might appear needlessly prolix. II might appear 
to him that a particular refutation of s^kch positions" and argu- 
ments as these,— 4hat the death rf tfctf pastor* anmiitie4 a regtt* 
lationof the church whlcft had no' fete fence tothateyent,-^ 
or that the church had annulled 1 onfc of its express regula- 
tions by approving a formulary adapted' to facilitate' the exe- 
cution of the regulation, might welP have been spared ; and 
that it would be making a low* estimate of his penefratiotf 
and sagacity to suppose, that the dispassionate reader would 
aot observe tUeir futility without cofflritebti But the reader 1 
will candidly call to mind, ttiat these* pftpers Were produced 
tfot in the process of public discussion*, toit ate having refer^ 
ence to members of the churchy Whose fggfttigs* and Whaf^ 
erei^ mig^fbe urg^ed in their beh^if ill the- Way or* arglitiie^t' 
s%oufd be treated' with tenderness and regard^ and that witH 
feelings warmly engaged in an object, arguments of little* of 
no weight, fitrnished bjr their confidential advisers, might ap- 
pear to them to possess a' most convincing fbrce: Afore ml- 
nuteness in examining and refuting what had 1 beeti advanced^ 
might in such circumstances* her expedient, and e'xcuSe the* 
prolixity it occasioned. 

The editors appointed by the church are alone responsi- 
ble for the parts, which are interposed between ttie docu- 
ments for the purpose of continuing the narrative, and aMo 
for the marginal notes. 

With these observations^ it is submitted to the* candid con- 
sWferation of the reader. 

SAMUEL ABBOT, )-Pubtohing<eb#ithfc 

JONATHAN UVERMGRE,} titofthk m*fih. 

Wilton, Ftb. 18f% 
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Tna church in Wilton, for some years after its forma- 
tion, which was in A. D. 1 763, like many and perhaps 
most of the churches at that time in New England, had 
no distinct form of a confession of faith, to which the as- 
sent of candidates for admission was required* General 
professions of belief in the being and attributes of God, 
belief in Christ, and a belief and reception of the holy 
scriptures as a rule of faith and practice, were expressed 
publickly in a covenant to which candidates assented on 
admission. 

The church, A. D# 1779, departed from tins course 
so far as, amon^ other regulations adopted at the same* 
time, to prescribe, " that every candidate previous to hi* 
admission give his consent to a confession of faith, or ex** 
hibit one of his own, or a relation, satisfactory to the 
church." From its adoption to the present *«ne, \h& 
church have uniformly admitted members m accordance 
with this rule, receiving, however, members from other 
churches upon proper testimonials of regular standing- 
and dismission. 

Pursuing this course, the church under divine blessing 
have been greatly p^^red ay^TOjarently edified, and 
for more than forty years enjoyed unusual peace and 
harmony stfnong ltd merqbers. No. dissatisfaction con* 
cerning the mode of admitting members was ever mani- 
fested to the chjirch, untfl April, A.. IX, 1822, Some 
njopth* previous^ a spirit of discontent had been, promo* 
t$d. An opiwqn w^% sedulously uppifssed upoa the: 
minds of sqmei^jwidual?? that the ccftu^e pursued in ad- 
miuijijjf roewbef% wap unauthorised ?n4 reprehensible.-^ 
This was do?$ wit^qut examining the pa^i^ifer regi*? 
lationp of thq cfc}i?cti conc^rnin^ the subject or inquire 
iqg of tb& pastor the reasons of his> procedure ia the, 
a£U$is&o& tf robbers,, A knowledge of this un$ash)es» 
hgtd then be% co^A^d tq a small circle, consisting of a 
few church, meqabm and sowe others* Information 
cppUAg to. th$ j>a$fcq>r, that dissatisfaction was»e»t$rtaifiedv 
talMA tfefc subject b?fcre the church u* % meeting, at 
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which a full attendance of the members had been, in pub- 
lic notice, particularly requested. After a free discussion 
the church passed the following votes : 

" Voted, that the usage pf the church granting varia- 
tions from the confession of faith as accepted by the 
church be continued." 

" Voted, that when any persons, wish for admission 
to this church, and choose to make their declaration of 
faith with variations from the customary form, they shall, 
before they. are propounded, leave in writing, such varia- 
tions with the pastor of the church, or, if there be no 
pastor, with the deacons, for the inspection of members, 
and the said variations shall be read to the church at 
some church meeting previous to their admission." 

These votes it appears were offensive to certain mem- 
bers ; and a few of those who finally separated from the 
church neglected attending the communion service on 
the Sunday following. A memorial to the church was 
prepared remonstratmg against the votes, and circulated 
to procure subscribers. It was presented to the church 
on Sundajr the 4th dav of August, and the church as- 
signed the 6th day of the same month to take it into con- 
sideration. 

The church having met at the time assigned, the me- 
morial, which had been presented to the church, was 
read and was as follows: — 
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To the Pastor and Members of the Church of Christ in 

Wilton. 

The undersigned, a minority of the said church, ten- 
derly and respectfully represent, that whereas soon after 
the ordination of the present pastor, it seemed good to 
the church to revise their constitution, and accor- 
dingly, by a vote of the church, June 22, 1803, a con- 
fession of faith and a covenant were accepted as the 
ground of their christian fellowship and communion ; and 
whereas, for aught that appears, this revised constitution 
remained unaltered for a course of years, and no act 
of the church is known to have made or authorised 
any deviation from it ; and whereas, by a vote of the 
church, April 22, 1822, it is implied, that deviations have 
Jteen made by the church unknown to the undersigned, 
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and a usage of the church also unknown, (or which could 
have existed only at a period prior to the revised consti- 
tution of the church, in June, 1803, and consequently 
done away by the acts of the church at that time,) is 
pleaded as a reason for such deviations ; and whereas, 
by this, and a vote also, April 25, 1822, a new rule is set 
up for the admission of members to the church, incon- 
sistent with its constitution, as revised and settled June, 
1803, and, in the opinion of the undersigned, subversive 
of the purity and harmony of the church ; and whereas, 
these votes of April 25, 1822, were passed by the church 
without any such consideration as their importance re- 
quired, and in opposition to the declared wishes of 
the minority, who were not then prepared to act on a 
subject of such vital interest to Zion ; therefore, the un- 
dersigned represent, that they feel themselves cal- 
led upon to remonstrate against the said votes of the 
church of April 25, 1 822, as a weighty grievance, wound- 
ing to their consciences, and of sufficient magnitude to 
prevent their communion with the church. And the under- 
signed furthermore represent their earnest desire that the 
church would reconsider the said acts of April 25, 1822, 
and thus remove the distressing embarrassments, under 
which they (the undersigned) must otherwise remain. 

That the undersigned may not be thought unreasona- 
bly scrupulous on this subject, they feel it incumbent on 
them to state more particularly the grounds of their dis- 
satisfaction with said acts of the church. 

I. In the opinion of the undersigned, these acts are 
grounded upon a wrong assumption. It is assumed that 
the church has had a usage of admitting members to the 
communion with a confession of faith different from that 
which has been accepted by the church. 

Now the only confession accepted by the church, is 
that of June, 1803, when the present constitution was 
carefully revised and settled. Before that time, and by 
a vote of January 19, 1779, it appears that candidates 
were received " by giving their consent to a confession 
of faith, or exhibiting one of their own, or a relation sat- 
isfactory to the church." But this and other regulations 
growing out of the original constitution of the church, 
were superseded by the acts of 1803. If then, by the 
44 usage of the church" is meant a usage previous to 1 803, 
and which grew out of the vote of Jan. 19. 1779, the 

2 



40 

wndertigned conceive, that the churcb fat* mistake* its 
toastkutien, becausfe this constitution necessarily does 
eWay all previous regulations. 

It was designed, in fact) to remedy tbe deficiencies of 
Aeste regulations To reproduce them, therefore, And 
act upon them under the present constitution of tht 
church, is a manifest inconsistency* 

Btat if by a the usage of the church," is meant a usage 
eaifctinr since the date of the present constitution, the 
error, m the opinion of the undersigned, is more mater*- 
*] | for thtey are ignorant of any acts of the church; by 
which such a usage has been recommended or sanction- 
ed. They have indeed recently seen a confession of 
faith, purporting to be " a creed varied at the request of 
individuals," and they fed no ordinary solicitude, lest* 
is they have sometimes been led to fear, and express 
their fearsy members have been admitted on other grouncfc 
than those which are recognised a*d settled in the ccto- 
stitutioh of this church. But of this u varied creed*" 
tbey have known nothing certamly, except from imput- 
ies, since the votes of April 8$, 182$, and new they 
find it feot on the records of the church, nor any accouffc 
of it as having been prepared by direction of the church, 
or approved and adopted by them. They are not aware 
that the chiirch have ever in any wise altered the con- 
stitution of 1 803, nor that they have, before the votes eff 
April 1822, admitted a principle, which is virtually safe* 
versive of that constitution. 

. II. In the opinion of the undersigned, the said acts of 
Jfchfe church are of dangerous aspect to the interests of pone 
religion. 

They set up a rule, which has a tendency* to violate 
the unity and peace of the church, and to impair its mor- 
al influence. It is clear to the undersigned, that every 
visible church of Christ should be careful to maintain 
that simplicity and unity, which are described as charac- 
teristic of thexeal church, or body of true believers ; 
endeavoring 16 keep the unity of the spirit in the bond 
of peace. " There is one body and one spirit, even as 
ye are called in One hope Of your calling; one Lord,«dne. 
jaitn, one baptism." « For by one spirit are we aB bap- 
tised into- one body, and have been all made to droiktnto 
4tie spirit." Now concerning the hope of the christian 
vocation, concerning the Lord, the faith, tbe spiritual 
baptism of christian believers, the&hurch in Wilton have 



Jhiriy expressed their views, in their received constitution. 
To admit, therefore, variations from this constitution, 
which is done by the acts in question, variations wholly 
Undefined, and limited by no rule but the views and in- 
tentions of the parties making them, is manifestly to 
endanger the unity and harmony of the church, and of 
the gospel, as their understanding of it has been express- 
ed. It is possibly to introduce, not " one faith," but 
many, and those contrary and opposite one to another, 
thus severing one of the most important bonds of christian 
fellowship. It is possibly to bring together individuals of 
a different spirit, thus promoting jealousies, division*, 
and dissention$, where they are specially to be depreca* 
led, in the church of God. This consequence, indeed, 
.plight not often result from the said acts. The under- 
signed would hope, that but few, if any, would, after del- 
iberation, avail themselves of a liberty, which a little 
knowledge of mankind, and of existing differences and 
controversies op religious subjects, must show to be inju- 
rious to the peace of any christian fraternity. Yet the 
Consequence is natural and obvious ; and examples are not 
wanting of its actual occurrence, to the harm and dishon- 
or of true religion. * 

Moreover, the influence of the church is impaired by 
f och a regulation. Most certainly it is impaired, when 
ks unky and peace are disturbed, and discord and cot*- 
Mention prevail where only the fruits of charky and be- 
nevolence were to have been expected. But admitting 
thai the church walk together without agreement ; ad- 
ftatting their consciences are not wounded by various and 
essential differences of opinion and feeling on the subjects 
of religion ; then it would seem, they give occasion to 
others to question {heir integrity and sincerity, or the 
truth and importance of the gospel. 

The inference is obvious, either that men do not believe, 
what nevertheless they profess to regard as true and 
essential, when they consent to those who disbelieve and 
4eny such essential truths, pr else that what they profess 
to believe is false, or of no importance. In either case, 
the influence of -the gospel and of the church is weakened. 
The thoughtless and profane take advantage of these 
inconsistencies, to excuse their own iniquities, or reproach 
the religion of Christ ; and the serious inquirer is per- 
plexed and confounded, by what seem to him the utter 
uncertainties of revelation* Truth, fixed apd immutable 
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truth, loses its hold on the consciences of men ; and the 
church, the pillar and ground of the truth, is brought 
into disesteem. 

III. In the opinion of the undersigned, the said acts 
of the church were passed with undue haste, and want 
of that cautious deliberation which their importance re- 
quired. 

They cannot believe, that their brethren generally 
were aware of the bearing and consequences of their 
own votes; nor of the anxiety and grief which they 
occasioned, bypassing those votes against the reasonable 
and earnest wishes of the minority for a postponement, 
and a fair discussion of the questions they involve. 

For these reasons, upon which, were it necessary, they 
might greatly enlarge, the undersigned feel conscientiously 
impelled to represent themselves aggrieved with the acts 
of the church of April 25, 1822. In making this repre- 
sentation, they are not conscious of any want of tender- 
ness toward their brethren, nor of any other desire than 
to promote the purity and peace of the church. They 
' feel a wound to their consciences; they are afraid" of 
injury to the cause, which by their most solemn engage- 

* ments they are bound to promote. They tremble at tne 

• exposure of the church to the incursions of error, and 
those divisions and strifes, which may grieve away the 
good Spirit of God, and bring his frowns upon his herit- 
age in the present and succeeding generations. And the 
undersigned do express their most earnest desire, that the 
church would appreciate their motives and weigh their 
reasons, and remove the occasion of grievance from their 
brethren by revoking the acts in question of April 25, 
1822, thus returning to the ground on which they have 
so long professed to walk in the faith and fellowship of 

. the gospel. 

Should the church, however, not see cause to comply 
with these requests, the undersigned would then further 
propose, that this subject of grievance be referred to the 
arbitration of an ecclesiastical council, to be chosen mu- 
tually by the church and the aggrieved members, on 
-terms that may hereafter be adjusted between them. 
(Signed) EftEN'R ROCKWOOD, 

(and by eighteen* other members.) 
18th June, 1822. 

* Of the nineteen who inbicribed the memorial, five, including one 
minor, were males, and the remaining fourteen females. 
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After the memorial had been read, — 

u A motion was made by brother Ebenezer Rockwood, 
that the votes passed by the church on the 25th of April 
last be reconsidered, which motion did not prevail.'* 
(See page 8.) 

The church then referred the memorial to a committee 
of five of their members, whom they requested to report 
thereon to the church on the 22d of August at an ad- 
journed meeting. 

The committee made their report to the church at the 
time appointed, which was accepted by the church. The 
report was as follows :— 



Your committee, to whom was referred the memorial 
of brother Ebenezer Rockwood and others, have taken 
it into serious consideration, and have endeavored to 
give that full and candid examination to the reasons, mo- 
tives and requests there set forth, and also to the mea- 
sures heretofore pursued by the church relating to the 
admission of its members, which they are sensible the 
importance of the subject, as it concerns the peace and 
prosperity of the church of Christ here, the feelings of 
members who state themselves aggrieved, and the pure, ' 
simple truths of the gospel and christian liberty, demand. 

For better understanding the subjects presented in the 
memorial, the committee have thought it necessary and 
proper to examine attentively the doings of this church, 
in relation to confessions of faith made by members when 
admitted to full communion. 

In the records of this church, so far as kept by the Rev. 
Jonathan Livermore, they have not been able, on careful 
examination, to find any act of this church concerning 
confessions or declarations of faith, or any form of such 
confessions. 

Information has been had from members of the church 
admitted during the ministry of Mr. Livermore, that no 
confession of faith was made by them on their admission, 
or, to their knowledge, on the admission of others, further 
than what was included in the covenant. 

On the day of the ordination of the Rev. Abel Fisk, 
Nov. 1 8, 1 778, twenty-seven male members of the church 
renewed their covenant by subscribing a form, that ap- 
pears, so far as your committee can discover, to have 
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been prepared for that occasion, and never to have been 
used on the admission of members. 

The church, at a meeting held two months after, on 
Jan. 19, 1779, made certain rules, among which the only 
one that relates to confessions of faith is this ; " That 
every candidate, previous to his admission, give his con- 
sent to a confession of faith, or exhibit one of his own, 
or a relation satisfactory to the church." 

No other rule or vote of the church concerning confes- 
sions of faith during Mr, Fisk's ministry has been found 
by your committee on careful examination of the records ; 
nor have they been able to find, from the records or other 
sources of information, any act- or vote of the church 
which at any time has expressly repealed or annulled this 
rule. 

It appears, from the recollection of many members of 
the church, that there was, during Mr. Fisk's ministry, a 
certain form of a confession of faith to which candidates 
on admission usually consented ; but whether this form was 
prepared by order of the church, or by the pastor, does 
Hot appear on the records. 

Your committee have received undoubted information, 
that variations from that form were allowed in the con- 
fessions of faith made by members on admission to this 
church, while Mr. Fisk was the pastor, and that he in 
flome instances recommended to candidates for admission 
to write their own confession. 

These circumstances clearly indicate, that this confes- 
sion was used only in accordance with the rule of Jan- 
uary 19, 1779. 

After the death of Mr. Fisk and the ordination of the 
present pastor, this form of confession of faith and a 
covenant apparently in the hand writing of Mr. Fisk, 
feeing in some parts illegible from the worn state of the 
paper, was laid before the church* A vote of the church 
was taken at that time, April 21, 1803, and is recorded 
in these words : u Voted, that a committee of three be 
chosen to revise the confession of faith and covenant now 
wed at the admission of members into this church. The 
pastor, Dr. E. Rockwood, and Deac. Abiel Abbot, were 
chosen for that committee. 9 * And June 38, 1 803, the 
Church *' voted to accept the confession of faith and 
covenant, as revised and presented by the committee 
c h oH c n at the last meeting. 49 The confession of fekh and 
ce*esant thus revised, was entered *o Che records of the 
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church. This is the last act of the church concerning 
confessions of faith to be found on record previous to 
the votes of April 25, 1822, which are the subject of 
complaint in the memorial. 

Here it is proper to inquire, is the rule of January 19, 
1779, concerning confessions of faith, repealed or annul- 
led ? The inquiry relates only to the matter of fact, and 
is separate from the question of the expediency or inex- 
pediency of the church rules. That there has been no 
express repeal of the rule by the church, has already 
been shewn ; and indeed it is not, to the knowledge of 
the committee, pretended by any one. 

It remains to be inquired, has there been any act of 
the church which repeals k by implication ? It is con- 
tended in the memorial before the committee, that the 
revision of the confession and covenant ha<i an effect to 
do away the rule. 

It is a general rule of construction of laws and regula- 
tions, founded in common sense, the justness of which it 
is presumed no one will deny, that no law or rule implies 
a repeal or revocation of a former law or regulation, un- 
less such former law or regulation is contradictory to the 
latter, or so inconsistent with it, that both cannot subsist 
and be executed together. But there is no contradiction 
or inconsistency between the vote of April 21st and June 
82d, 1803, and the rule of January 19, 1779. The con- 
fession revised and accepted in 1803 was originally a 
confession to which candidates might consent, or tney 
might exhibit one of their own, according to this rule. 

The votes of 1803 do not imply, much less necessarily 
imply, any restriction upon that liberty ; and unless the 
implication be necessary, they do not destroy that liberty 
by implication. What the design and purposes of the 
confession were before revision, such were the designs 
and purposes of it after revision. 

Whatever is simply revised and amended, and accept- 
ed as such, has, after revision, the same authority, and ' 
occupies the same place, as the original did before re- 
vision, and no other. It is subject to the same restriction 
after, as before revision. This principle applied to the 
revised confession, clearly determines, that as the con- 
fession before revision was subject to the rule of 1779, •• 
it was after revision ; that is, it was a confession to which 
candidates might consent, or they might exhibit one of 
their own if they chose. 
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If a fail* construction and interpretation of the rules 
and votes of the church did not so necessarily impel to 
this conclusion, but it were a matter of doubt how far 
the church intended and understood the rule of 1779 to 
be affected by accepting the confession as revised in 
1 803 ; yet the practice acquiesced in by the church since 
that time clearly shews, that the liberty allowed in the 
rule of January 19, 1779, to candidates to exhibit a con- 
fession of their own, was not intended to be abridged. 

Information is derived from the pastor, one of the sur- 
viving members of the committee, who revised the con- 
fession and covenant in 1803, and which accords with 
what he incidentally mentioned to some of your commit- 
tee years ago, that the committee, when they revised the 
confession and covenant, had conversation on the subject, 
and then understood, that a consent to the confession of 
faith revised by them and offered to the church, was not 
to be considered an indispensable condition of admission 
for candidates *; and that the member of that committee 
now deceased, expressly stated, that liberty of candi- 
dates to make their confession in a different form was to' 
be allowed, if they chose. The other surviving member 
of the committee of 1803, not being placed in circum- 
stances so likely to call frequently to his recollection this 
conversation, as the official duties of the pastor would do, 
it is not at all surprising, at such a distance of time, that 
he does not recollect, as he states, any such conversation. 
This want of recollection in one of that committee, when 
it is clearly recollected under such circumstances by the 
other, does not in the least impair the certainty of what 
that committee considered the effect of the revision to be. 
That the church would have the same understanding of 
the effect of revising the confession of faith and covenant, 
and accepting it, as that committee had, is altogether 
probable, ana nothing has occurred to shew that it bad a 
different understanding or opinion of the subject. On 
the contrary, the practice in admitting members has been 
just such as it would have been, if the church had con- 
sidered the rule of 1 779 to have continued in force. 

Many candidates for admission have used the liberty 
given by the rule of 1779, by declaring their faith in a 
form varying from that accepted in 1803, not only recent* 

* Explanations to the same effect were made without opposition in 
the church meeting, when the revised confession reported by the com* 
mittee was accepted. 
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ly, but for years back, and indeed whenever they chose 
so to do ever since June 1803. To this the church have 
never expressed any dissatisfaction ; nor have any mem- 
bers of the church, whatever fears they have entertain- 
ed, or been led elsewhere to express of its evil tendency, 
ever expressed any dissatisfaction towards it to the 
church or the pastor, until at or about the time the sub- 
ject was brought before the church in April last. Ad- 
missions to this church have always been public. The 
church, in whatever way they choose to manifest their 
assent, whether by silence or a verbal assent of its mem- 
bers, are really a party, and act and expressly covenant 
in the transaction* 

This long acquiescence of the church, or, as may more 
properly be said, this practice of the church in admitting 
its members, does, in the view of your committee, recom- 
mend and sanction the form and manner in which they 
have been admitted, and shews that the church had no 
apprehension that the rule of 1779 was impliedly repeal- 
ed, when the confession and covenant were revised in 
1803. 

In examining this subject, the reasons offered in the 
memorial for considering the rule of January 19, 1779, 
as virtually repealed and done away by revising and 
accepting the confession in 1 $03, ought not to be passed 
over, but candidly and impartially weighed. 

The positions or reasons offered in the memorial, and 
on which depend the inferences made, that the rule of 
1 779 was thus done away, are two. It is stated that " by 
a vote off the church, June 22, 1803, a confession of faith 
and covenant were accepted as the ground of their chris- 
tian fellowship and communion." 

Here is an inaccuracy, which, it is to be feared, has 
led the subscribers of the memorial into some error. 
The only vote passed June 22, 1 803, relating to the sub- 
ject, is this ; u Voted to accept the confession of faith and 
covenant, as revised «nd presented by the committee, 
-chosen at the last meeting. 9 ' 

This is by no means a vote to accept the confession of 
faith and covenant " as the ground of their christian fel- 
lowship and communion." It has been shewn before, that 
no such effect or design is implied in the acceptance of 
the church, but on the contrary, the acceptance, on a 
fair construction of the rules and regulations of the 

3 
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church, only implies, that it is an approved form of con- 
fession, to which candidates for admission may consent : 
leaving the liberty, according to the rule of 1779, of 
exhibiting one of their .own, if they choose, unrestricted. 
The whole of the reasons and conclusions, therefore, 
Which depend upon this inaccurate statement of the vote 
of June 22, 1803, are obviously unfounded. 

The other reason or position, on which depend all the 
remaining reasons and inferences which are to be found 
in the memorial, that the rule of 1779 was done away by 
the acts of the church in 1 803, is some analogy supposed 
to exist between the confession of faith and covenant, 
and the constitution of the church ; or the position rath- 
er is, that the confession and covenant are the very con- 
stitution* In the memorial, it is stated, that " it seemed 
good to the church to revise their constitution, and ac- 
cordingly, by a vote of the church, June 122, 1803, a 
confession of faith and covenant were accepted as the 
ground of their christian fellowship and communion* 99 
The memorial further states ; " Now the only confession 
accepted by the church is that of June 1803, when the 
present constitution was carefully revised and settled." 

It was the confession and covenant w/y, that was revi- 
sed June, 1803. If the constitution of the church was 
then revised, it follows, that the confession of faith and 
covenant are the constitution of the church. The me- 
morial also asserts, "that this constitution necessarily 
did away all previous regulations." 

If these statements be correct and well founded, the 
inference is undeniable and ought to be adopted', that the 
rule of 1779 was done away* But if this church be 
indeed, as we hope, a church of Christ, it is founded on 
the prophets and apostles, Jesus Christ himself being the 
chief comer stone, and not on any constitution of our 
own devising. Our charter arid constitution are the holy 
scriptures, and our Lawgiver is God. It is this constitu- 
tion which gives all the authority, power, rights, and 
privileges, which this church, as a christian church, can 

claim. 

On this constitution depend all the validity and rightfiil 
authority of any rules or regulations, which this church 
may a lopt for the orderly enjoying the privileges or 
exercising the powers of a christian church. 

It is not to be presumed, that any among us will pre- 
tend, that either tne church itself, or any man or body of 
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men, have bow any power or authority to revise, amend, 
or alter this true constitution of the church of Christ. 

A confession of faith and covenant to be consented to 
by members on admission, in words and form of man's 
devising, most surely then cannot be the constitution of 
this church, while it is simply a christian church* Much 
less can the confession of faith and covenant, accepted in 
the terms and under the circumstances it was in 1803, be 
a constitution in the sense of a fundamental law on which 
depend all the regulations of the church, according fcp 
the analogy of our civil government, where the legislative 
power and all laws and regulations proceeding from it, 
depend on the civil constitution, which gives to the legis- 
lative power its existence and defines its limits. But this 
is the only apparent sense of the term constitution, 
which supports the position and inferences in the memo- 
rial. Those positions, reasons, and inferences, there- 
fore, which depend upon considering the confession of 
faith and covenant a constitution, are without foundation. 
This fallacy of substituting one word for another, and 
reasoning and drawing conclusions from the substituted 
word, when its meaning is different and not included in 
the meaning of the word for which it is substituted, is 
more to be regretted, as it may have led the subscribers 
of the memorial into some error, and prevented their 
having a right apprehension of the rules and the acts of 
the church. 

The inquiry into the existing regulations of the church 
concerning admissions has been extended to this length, 
because it was thought important, that the subject should 
be cleared of all doubts if possible, and reduced to a 
certainty. After weighing the reasons presented in the 
memorial and examining into the subject as far as your 
committee have been able, the conclusion appears to be 
obvious and free from reasonable doubt, that the rule 
of January 19, 1779, relating to confessions of faith, has 
never been expressly or impliedly repealed by the church, 
and is now an existing rule of the church. 

If this conclusion be correct, it will be readily per- 
ceived, that the church made no wrong assumption, as is 
contended in the memorial, under the first head of assign- 
ing grounds for dissatisfaction. For it appears there has 
been a usage in the church of more than forty years 
tanding, for candidates for admission to exhibit a confes- 
sion of faith of their owa if they chose* and that this 
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usage is well supported by a rule of this church, adopted 
January 29, 1779, which has not been either directly or 
indirectly repealed. 

Dispensing with the order pursued in the memorial, 
the attention may here be directed to the third head of 
the memorial, which expresses an opinion, that the acts 
of the church of April last " were passed with undue haste 
and want of that cautious deliberation, which their im- 
portance required," and iC against the reasonable and ear- 
nest wishes of the minority for a postponement and a 
fair discussion of the question they involve." 

If the fact is, as it appears to be, that the rule of Jan. 
19, 1 779, has remained in force to this day, it must excul- 
pate the church in a great degree if not wholly from the 
imputation of undue haste in passing the votes of April 
last, because these votes go no farther than to recognise 
the validity of the usage under that rule, and impose on 
the exercise of the liberty granted by the rule some con- 
ditions not apprehended by the proposers thereof at the 
time to be objectionable to any member. Excepting 
these conditions no new rule was set up by the votes of 
April last. When, therefore, the practice under the rule 
of Jan. 19, 1779, was reprobated as irregular and unau- 
thorized, there was an obvious propriety, and justice 
seemed to demand, that the church if satisfied should 
express their opinion without such delay, as, by the 
doubt implied in it, would countenance mistaken imputa- 
tions, of either gross ignorance of the rules of the church, 
or a designed transgression of them, against the pastor 
their organ in admitting members. 

" The earnest wishes of the minority for a fair discus- 
sion of the question," stated in the memorial not to have 
been conceded, ft is presumed had reference only to dis- 
cussions, which might have been had on some future day 
by postponement ; for it will be remembered that a 
free discussion of considerable length was had, and the 
votes not taken, until every member had said all that 
he manifested a desire to say upon the subject. 

It may Teadily be perceived and ought in mutual can- 
• dor to be borne in mind, that to those of the minority 
who supposed that " a new rule was set up," the deci- 
sions of the church would appear more hasty, than to 
the great majority of the church, who apprehended that 
nothing new, which was objectionable to any one was then^ 
set up. And it cannot be supposed, that the majority ,while 
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conscious of the rectitude of their acts, would suspect, 
they were occasioning such grief and anxiety to any of 
their brethren, as from the memorial now appears. 

In considering the second head of the memorial, your 
committee have not been able to perceive, that the evils 
there set forth are the necessary or even probable conse- 
quences to be expected from the regulations of the 
church. 

It is apprehended, that some representations in the me- 
morial were made under a mistake of the nature of the reg- 
ulations of the church. Though candidates be not restrain- 
ed in making theft- declarations of faith, though|the form 
and substance of their declarations be " wholly undefined 
and limited by no rule, but their own views and intentions, 1 * 
yet the church has given up none of the right it ever had 
to judge of their declarations, whether they exhibit the 
faith requisite to entitle them to be received as disciples 
of Christ 5 nor has the church given up any right to 
judge of their sincerity or the purity of their intentions, 
in wishing to associate with it as a christian church and 
enjoy its privileges. 

* While the one faith, the belief of the christian dispen- 
sation, is firmly held by the church, we do not perceive, 
that its rules increase the possibility of introducing many 
faiths, u and those contrary and opposite one to another." 

Your committee have been unable to perceive, that this 
practice of candidates declaring their faith in their own 
words, and not according to a prescribed form, while it 
has scripture example to sanction it, and no precept or 
example in scripture opposed to it, can be so hazardous to 
the peace, purity, or moral influence of the church as in 
the memorial is apprehended. 

The temper of the heart, and a belief of doctrines 
which regard the understanding, two things widely differ- 
ent, have been confounded. A possibility of admitting 
" individuals of a different spirit, thus promoting jealous- 
ies, divisions, and dissensions," is objected to the rule of 
the church concerning doctrinal confessions of faitb, 
which have regard to the assent of the understanding. 

Until it can be shewn, that giving a sincere consent of 
the understanding to the confession of faith, revised in 
- '■. '1803, or any other, that may be devised, is a sure crite- 
V v rion of the disposition and temper of the heart, this ob- 
jection has little or no force. If it can be shewn that this 
or any other form of declaring: doctrinal opinions proves 
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the one consenting to it to possess a humble, meek, pea- 
ceable, and christian temper, it might well be a strong in- 
ducement to this church, if not unscriptural to make it 
an indispensable condition of admission of its members* 

So far as the memorial ascribes jealousies, divisions, 
discord, and contention to an unsubdued and corrupted 
temper of heart, they are ascribed correctly* They are 
ascribed where scripture ascribes them. u From whence 
cqme wars and fightings among you ? Come they not 
hence even of your lusts, that war in your members?" 
tt Only by pride cometh contention." 

If those,who call upon themselves the name of Christ,did 
but possess the meekness, lowliness, and piety, of which 
the blessed Jesus exhibited a perfect pattern, jealousies, 
dissensions, and divisions, would cease among christians. 

Cherishing and promoting in ourselves and others this 
spirit, which was in Christ Jesus, is the best and only 
effectual defence against the evils, to which we are ex- 
posed amidst the differences and controversies on religious 
subjects at the present day. 

From diversity of understanding and the circumstances 
of life, different opinions will exist among those, who 
with sincerity of heart acknowledge Jesus to be both 
Lord and Christ, and search diligently the holy scrip- 
tures for attaining the knowledge of truth ; but saving 
faith depends not on the number or extent of the doc- 
trines received, but on the disposition of the mind towards 
die light presented. 

It is undeniable, that we have no right to make that 
essential to christian fellowship and communion, which 
the gospel of Christ has not made essential, and to re- 
ject those from our communion, whom Christ receives as 
his disciples. 

When we receive into our christian fellowship and 
communion one, whom we judge to be a sincere disciple 
of Jesus Christ, on his own declaration of faith, it is not 
apprehended that the church as a body, or that individ- 
uals of it, consent that all his opinions are true and scrip- 
tural. He may be in mistake and error even on some 
very important points; he may be sf babe in Christ ; one 
who is weak in the faith, whom notwithstanding we are 
bound by the commands of scripture to receive, not to 
-doubtful disputations, but for his edification atod growth 
in. grace. This procedure cannot support an imputation, 
that truth, is disregarded or it* importance deaied. if, 
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from this diversity of opinions, any adversary of our ho- 
ly religion demand of us what are its fixed and immuta- 
ble truths, we would direct him not to the contradictory 
assertions of fallible men, but to the word of God, for in- 
formation ; and in answer to his scoffing, would with hu- 
mility declare* that this great diversity of opinions pro- 
ceeded from our frailty and fallibility, not from any "ut- 
ter uncertainties of revelation." 

A greater uniformity in doctrinal opinions, that are 
truly founded in scripture, is very desirable. But, if 
attainable, it must be by diligent, faithful and unbiassed 
inquiry after truth, and a ready reception of it when 
found. This will present a far more efficient defence 
against " the incursions of error,' 9 than making human 
formularies an indispensable condition of enjoying the 
institutions which Christ has appointed for the benefit of 
all his disciples. 

Doctrinal opinions of doubtful disputation proposed, 
and an assent demanded to them, under penalty of de- 
privation of the benefits of the christian ordinances, may 
indeed in some cases be a powerful auxiliary to the ar* 

Sments of theological disputants ; but unless we can 
d an infallible church, or an infallible head of onej 
who can propose the doctrines in words, which man's 
wisdom teacheth, with more certainty and less liability 
to be misunderstood, than as they are declared in thd 
words which the Holy Spirit teacheth, the cause of truth; 
it is greatly to be feared from past experience, would 
have little to gain, but much to suffer. The history of 
the christian church, from the experience of fourteen 
centuries, can attest that a fixed formulary of faith of 
man's invention has never produced uniformity in the 
doctrinal opinions decided in it, even in outward profes- 
sion, unless aided by the exterminating sword and faggot 
of the civil magistrate. It has ever, when resorted to 
for the support of supposed truths, occasioned more de- 
bate, contest and dissention, than it has allayed. It hat 
often added new fuel to the flames of controversy and as- 
perity to the bitterness of party feelings, and been one 
principal cause of exciting and prolonging the unhappy 
disputes, which have agitated the professed followers of 
Christ. 

While experience and observation are a surer guide t* 
determine toe nature and tendency of things, than con* 
jecture or the deductions of reason* the experience of 
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more than forty years, in which the rule of 1 779 has 
been in operation, is entitled to great weight. 

It is not known to your committee as a fact, or that it 
is pretended by any, that the operation of this rule has 
subverted or impaired the purity of the church, nor is it 
to them known that members of a contentious or disor- 
ganising spirit have been introduced by the frequent use 
of the liberty which the rule grants, to the disturbance of 
the peace, harmony and edification of the church. If 
none of the evils apprehended have proceeded from its 
operation for forty years, it is not obvious that great alarm 
.need be entertained, that such will be its future conse- 
quences. 

44 It is clear that every visible church of Christ should 
be careful to maintain that simplicity and unity, which 
are described as characteristic of the real church or 
body of true believers," is a sentiment in the memorial, 
which we most sincerely and cordially entertain. Since 
44 there is one body and one spirit, even as ye are called 
in one hope of your calling ; one Lord, one faith, one 
baptism, one God and Father of all, who is above all and 
through all and in you all," the exhortation of the apostle 
is most powerful u to keep the unity of the spirit in the 
bond of peace." If we have that genuine faith, whose 
object is the word of God, whose nature is assent to evi- 
dence, and whose effect the purification of the heart, 
though we may have arrived at different degrees of un- 
derstanding, and though some may be weak m the faith, 
and in our fallible state even make some important mis- 
takes about it, yet if we 44 with all lowliness and meekness; 
with long suffering, forbearing one another in love," but 
keep the unity of the spirit, that christian unity founded 
in piety of heart, and not in one set of thoughts, we may 
proceed peaceably and harmoniously together, aiding 
each other in our christian progress, aiming continually at 
higher degrees of christian attainments, 44 till we all come 
in the unity of the faith and of the knowledge of the Son 
of God, unto a perfect man unto the measure of the stat- 
ure of the perfect fulness of Christ." 

Your committee have thus endeavored to consider 
Carefully and candidly, and give all due weight to the rea- 
sons offered in the memorial, and to examine faithfully the 
whole ground of the subject so far as time and opportu- 
nity permitted, but have npt been able to come to the 
conclusion, that the votes of the twenty-fifth of April last 
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<•■ «aa jVS'ly be considered " a weighty grievance arid of 

sufficient magnitude to prevent coramnpion with the 
church." 

Though we have been unable to come to this conclu- 
sion, yet w,e desire that the sincerity, and purity of the 
motives assigned in the memorial may be duly apprecia- 
ted, and tfeat all just regard should be giveriwith tender- 
ness to our brothers and sisters, and that whatever is 
cause of oflence to them should be removed, so far as the 
principles of the gospel permit. 

With this design in view, your committee Have thought 
proper to submit to the c ons id e ration of the church cer- 
tain resolutions accompanying this report, ardently hop- 
ing, that by mutual candor, forbearance and brotherly 
love, we may proceed harmoniously and profitably to- 
gether, as the servants of Jesus our common master,' in 
the work of our christian vocation. 

August 22, I8i£ " "' 



After the memorial and the report on it bad been 
read and discussion had, the church " Voted (o p$$s and 
adopt these resolutions with their preambles : 

"Whereas certain of our brothers and sjsters have 
represented themselves aggrieved by certain votes pf this 
church, passed concerning confessions pf faith, op the 25,(ii 
of April last, and request them to be revoked; therefore, 
out of respect to our said brothers and sisters, and thejr 
peace, comfort and edification, being disposed ty> remove 
all occasion of offence to their feelings, 90 far as the prin- 
ciples 0/ 'the gospel of Christ permit, It is now,— 

" Resolved and determined, that all said votes of the 
35th of April last concerning confessions of faith be 
revoked." 

" Whereas this church, at a meeting held Jan. 19, 1779, 
voted * that every candidate, previous to his admission, 

five his consent to a confession of faith, or exhibit one of 
is own, or a relation satisfactory to f.he church ;' and 
whereas some have recently supposed, that the acts of 
this church on the 21st of April and the 22d of .lime, 
1803, did imply a revocation of the ride established by 
said vote of January l9, J 77 9, and that the admitting 
l — [ gp gjiiji^ting a confession ^ their own, fre- 
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quently practised since, is irregular and unauthorised ; 
therefore, in order to express the understanding of the 
church and remove all doubts that may possibly be en- . 
tertained, it is now 

u Resolved by this church, that said acts of April and 
, June, 1 803, did not in any part revoke said rule estab- 
lished Jan. 19,, 1779, and that it still remains the rule of 
this church." 

After these transactions, the memorialists continued to 
neglect attending upon the communion service with the 
church. . 

The next call of the attention of the church to any ? 
^subject of their dissatisfaction, was by a second memorial, 
presented at a tneeting of the church on the 14th of No- 
vember, 1822, which is as follows: — 

SECOND MEmOXUAIi. 

To the Pastor and the Members of the Church of Christ in 

Wilton. 

The undersigned, in again addressing you on the sub- 
ject of their grievance, as set forth in their late memorial, 
desire first to express their sincere regret, that occasion 
of difference has arisen and still subsists, between breth- 
ren, members of the same visible body of Christ. And 
while they make a further representation of their feelings 
in relation to this subject, they would hope, that they may 
say nothing inconsistent with the spirit of the g6spel or 
injurious to its interests. 

The undersigned do not suppose, that the resolutions 
of the church, which were passed August 22, 1822, in 
view of the memorial of their aggrieved brethren and 
sisters, can be considered, even by the church, as, of 
themselves, sufficient to convince the aggrieved, that their 
complaints were unfounded, or to have any effect to re- 
move the dissatisfaction which they had expressed. For, 
although Iby one of these resolutions, the alleged matter 
of grievance is taken away, it is by the other, in effect, 
restored. The church have reconsidered certain offen- 
Bive acts, by which they allowed variations from their 
jeceived confession and covenant according to a professed 
usage ;^ yet they have restored a rule, on which, they 
say, this usage was grounded, and by which it is still to 
be continued. 
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In view, then, merely of these resolutions, or rather 
the second of them, which lays on again the burden, 
which the first had removed, the undersigned have been 
almost discouraged from renewing their attempt to obtain 
a remedy for the grievance presented in their memorial. 
But as this resolution was passed on the recommendation 
of a committee appointed to investigate the memorial, 
and for reasons which are stated at length in the report 
of that committee, the undersigned have still a hope, that 
if, as they believe, these reasons can be invalidated, the 
church will be induced to reconsider the resolution 
founded upon them, which is to the same effect with the 
votes of April 25, 1822, already reconsidered, and 
thus restore the constitution, or platform, to the ground, 
on which the undersigned sincerely believe it to have 
stood, until the passing of the said votes of April 25, 1 822* 

It was supposed by the undersigned, in their memorial, 
that the acts of the church of April 25, 1822, assumed 
for their basis, either that the vote of January 19, 1779, 
is still in force, notwithstanding the alterations which 
have taken place in the forms of the church since that 
time ; or that a usage of admitting members with varia- 
tions from the received confession of faith, has been al- 
lowed by the church since this confession was accepted 
in 1803. The undersigned contended that this assump- 
tion was wrong, because the vote of 1779 has been virtu- 
ally annulled, and because there has been no act of the 
church admitting variations from their received confession 
of 1803. The committee, in their report, do not pretend 
the latter, but argue, that the received confession is sub- 
ject to the vote of 1 779, and has been so understood, and 
consequently, that the acts of April 25, 1 822, as they 
only recognise the validity of this vote, and confirm a 
usage grounded upon it, are not oppressive. This the 
churqh have approved^ and although, " out of respect to 
their brothers and sisters," they have revoked the acts of 
April 25, 1822, have resolved to maintain the vote of 
1779. 

The question then between the undersigned and their 
brethren is this, is the vote of Jan. 19, 1 779, still inforce, 
and is the received confession of the church subject to 
it, or .is it virtually or implicitly annulled? The under- 
signed maintain the latter, against the statements and 
reasonings of the committee of the church. And, in 
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further iupport of their views, thfcy wiilTeferto the wte 
of 1 779, to the afcts of April and Jufte, 1803, and tb thfe 
practice df >the fchtiroh *Shco that time." 

• I. It-appeaite, tfefatWten the vote of 1779 iras passed 
Afeife ^as fhehiid ddftfesstoh of f&ith hi life 'by tho cfetitch; 
That vote ftii^^ly tallies a conviction, on the part df 
^hechufrcfh, djf tJte itiiport&ifce of streh a Confession, and 
thfcy becomingly prbvfcfed, " that ettery candidate, pre- 
vious to his adrftisSiOn, giVe his cohsOtft to a confession 
%f faith or Exhibit drie of His own, or a relation satisfac- 
tory to the -church." 

The undersigned i^risfrk OpOh ibis -Vote, that It teSpetth 
Vk> existing cohesion in HiSe by the church ; bat sitilply 
<a confession. This ttitafet be understood, either a confes- 
sion such £s the tttedom ; of the pastor toi£l¥t dictate 
to candidates for £dmtssidn, or a cohfe'dsion yfct to *bfe 
•prepared by the chu¥fcb or th^ir oWer. It is riot easy to 
see, that the vote, thus far, can adihit of any Other con- 
struction. It further provides, that (candidates itiay bfe 
"admitted after exhibiting a confession df thfcir oWn, or & 
"relation Satisfactory to the church. 

That the vote does hot rOsfpeet a coflfefcsidn to bfe ^pife- 

K red by the church, or their Order, is evident from the 
:t, that the church took ho ttaoasttfes to this efFefct. 
There is no account of anfy pfoceedirigte With regard tb 
this subject during the'iiiihfetiy of Mr.Tisk. A cbtifes- 
siOn, then, at the discr6tidn of the 'jester, rattdthaVe befch 
Intended. And this doncltosion is itrehgthetied by tbe 
circumstance of "the reebllectibri of ihariT -members Of 
the church, that* there was, during Mr. Fisk's miiitetry, a 
certain form of a confession of faith," arid afeoby the 
circumstance of a 4t; fbrm of confession of feith Slid a 
^oVenafit apparently in the harid writing of Mr. 'Fi&k," 
l>eirig brought to light aftfer his death. 

poesthis vote then respect a confession '&fch as thte 
Wisdom Of the pastor triight dictate ? It evinces the 6oWfi- 
derice pf 1&e church in their pastor, arid their disposition 
to rely on his judgment in things to which, it seems, tfeejr 
Kad been Wholly UtetfCustorited. It was manifestly an 
Expedient Accommodated to the Urisettled itatfc of an&frs 

* at that time, 'the records of the church wete then waat- 

'Jhg. The method of coftdWctfag the cohce*ns.6f the 

•fchurch could not Of tiouiise be atleqtfafeiy Mdetetfodd.* 

ft hid even Be'itf thttUghr necoss^ for su* mettbei^ of 



the church aB were disposed to covenant together in a 
form ^prepared for the occasion, in order to stew the ex- 
istence of the church, and justify the ordinatioh of Mr. 
Ftsk. Now that he had received ordination, some rego* 
lation was necessary for his administration, and the vote 
of 1779 was passed. It has no appearance of a perma- 
nent law, but rather of a bye-rule for present conve- 
nience. That itshould bind the church, *>r their succes- 
sors, any longer than they should find it convenient to 
make arrangements more adequate and suitable, and 
more conformed to ecclesiastical customs, appears Wholly 
improbable. Mr. Fkk received members to the churdh 
according to provisions of this vote. But the forms 
which he prepared, the church never made their x)wn. 
They were never accepted, nor even entered upon ttofc 
records. The church vprobably (as is common) thought 
little or nothing of the subject. They had given a ptivfc- 
lege to Mr. Fisk, and were willing that he should exercisfe 
it, while he lived. 

But would any church in such circumstances, after thfe 
death of the pastor, feel that the vote in question wafe 
really of fcny validity or importance ? We believe hot. 
We believe they would feel it 'incumbent 6n them to look 
into their affairs, and bring them mor^ into shape and 
consistency, and unite themselves by a visible and defi- 
nite compact. ff And we belieVe that nafcucceeding pastor, 
in such a case, would feel justified in admitting members 
to the churcih without having the vt>te**enfewed, or a forift 
of government and discipline, settled by the church theta^ 
selves, in their own proper authority, as well for his 
regulation as theirs. The church in Wilton actually pro- 
ceeded according to this natural view of their own 
circtratetatices. After the death of Mr. fkk, and the 
accession of the 'present pastor, they ga*e their attentiOfi 
to this subject, and deriving what assistance they could 
from Mr. FiskVworn arid partially illegible papfers, they 
prepared and ado^tid in 1 8b3, tne confession and cove- 
nant irhich the undersigned hate ail ways supposed to be 
the ground of their christian fellowship and communion- 
There is yet afootfiter vtew of the vote of 1 79. That 
vote vested authority irttjie pastor to prescribe a confes- 
sion to candidates for tfeurch privileges- Than Whenev- 
er the church fc*es occasion to tevise the doings of *h*ir 
ipastor, when thdy agree -upon ahd record articles of faith 
prepared wholly, or in palrt, from she forms before in use, 
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such acts amount to a resumption of this authority, and 
of course to an annulling of the vote, which had for 
a time transferred it. And it would not be compe- 
tent to the pastor, after that time, to admit alterations, or 
variations from the articles so agreed upon and recorded, 
without an express warrant from the church. 

II. From a consideration of the nature of the acts of 
the church, April and June, 1803, the undersigned con- 
tend, that those acts virtually annulled the vote of 1 7 79. 
It is frequently very material, to a right understanding of 
remote transactions, to consider the circumstances in 
which they occurred, and the general spirit and design 
of other similar transactions. The circumstances of the 
church in Wilton, till «803, have already been intimated. 
At the ordination of Mr. Fisk, their affairs were evident- 
ly confused and embarrassed. Their records had not 
been. transmitted. They made, at that time, no general 
compact, nor provided for the administration of their 
affairs, but twenty-seven male members renewed cove- 
nant in a form prepared for that occasion only. The 
vote of 1779 gave Mr. Fisk a rule for his conduct in the 
admission of members, and relieved him from a difficulty 
under which he would otherwise have labored. But that 
vote appears only in the light of a temporary expedient. 
Down to 1803, the rec9rds furnish nothing which the 
church, by their own formal act, recognised as the terms 
of their agreement with God and with one another, the 
rule by which they would walk together in the faith and 
fellowship of the gospel. 

In view of these circumstances, there is a strong pre- 
sumption, that when the church being brought to examine 
the subject revise the forms which had been in use, now 
imperfect and deficient, and accept a form of govern- 
ment not a transcript of any thing before acknowledged 
and accepted, but a new production, and enter it upon 
their records the first and only thing of the kind that was 
ever there written, their deliberate belief and acknowl- 
edged rule of duty, it is then fairly to be presumed, that 
they intend this as their only rule and the ground of their 
fellowship and communion. It is to all intents now the 
platform on which they are built together, the expression 
of their views of gospel truth and order, and the consti- 
tution, the compact, or whatever it may be called, (their 
convenient summary of the holy scriptures, the grand 
" charter and constitution" of christian churches,) by 
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\vbich they profess to be governed, and according to which 
they engage to live. However confused and unsettled 
their affairs before,they assume now a definite shape. The 
church now acting bind themselves by the game bond, 
they agree in one and the same form. And the supposi- 
tion is unnatural that they should in tend jt to be subject 
to a rule which was adopted when their circumstances 
were materially different, when as yet no such form was 
in existence, and which was never applied to any form 
properly acknowledged by the church or entered on theff 
records. The supposition is forbidden also by the gen- 
eral spirit,-design and use of such instruments as the con- 
fession and covenant of 1 803. If the undersigned have 
a right view of the subject, a confession and covenant 
are terms of mutual consent and agreement, both as to 
doctrine and practice, upon which a church profess to 
walk together. They are a form of government in which 
the members are united, by which they act and have 
power over one another. By these, if they walk contra- 
ry to them, they may be tried and censured. They have 
indeed no validity or authority further than they corres- 
pond with the holy scriptures. But being drawn from 
the scripture, at least, being a brief expression of the 
views, which the church consenting to them have of the 
doctrines and precepts contained m the scriptures* they 
have, of course, as to that church, so far as they extend, 
all the weight and authority of revelation* itself. They 
seem then to exclude the idea of variations, and for a 
church after having entered solemnly into such a com- 
pact, to hold themselves under amy rule of admitting var 
nations from it, or to have such a usage, is manifestly 
inconsistent. Variations must respect doctrine or prac- 
tice. If unimportantt and insignificant, they are unneces- 
sary, and a rule is worthless. If important and materi- 
al, the church cannot admit them witn a good conscience, 
because different from what they believe the requirements 

* (Authority of revelation itsetf.) The high standing here given to 
acrdtid is in effect to " subjoin a human codicil to a diyine testament, 
and attribute equal authority to both." 

t(//* unimportant.) We know not in what lax code of morals the 
rev. gentleman, who wrote this memorial, might And the principle, 
which this observation implies. We had supposed, that truth was to 
be sacredly regarded in unimportant, as well as in important things. 
A rule, which aUows. a good and sincere christian to omit giving nil 
assent to unimportant particulars, which ha doubts or disbelieves, 
does not appear worthleee. 
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of revelation. They are "possibly not to introduce one 
faith but many, ana those contrary and opposite one 
lo another, thus severing one of the most important bonds 
of christian fellowship. i hsy are u possibly to bring 
together individuals of a different spirit, thus promoting 
jealousies &c. where they are especially to be depre- 
cated, in the church of God. 9 ' "They cannot subsist and 
be executed" together with the confession and covenant. 
And the undersigned believe there are no such examples 
mi the churches. Instances are not rare of individuals 
offering, a relation of their moral exercises, or a statement 
«rf their religious views more or less explicit according 
to circumstances ; but an instance is not known to the 
undersigned, where these relations, or statements have 
ifaeen received instead of a consent to the received con- 
fession and covenant of the church. 

In this view, the undersigned cannot but regard the acts 
of the church of April and June, 1 803, as in effect annul* 
ling the rule of 1 779. They appear in the light of a 
remedy for existing imperfections in the regulations of 
the church, and as introducing a definite form, like that of 
•other churches, for the more regular and adequate order- 
ing of the church, and not fairly allowing any usage 
differing from it. Nor does it seem to the undersigned 
that the circumstance of its being called a revised form, ie 
to material as the committee apprehend, in their rea- 
sonings on this subject. TheVhurch did not probably 
*tand for exactness of language. They appear to have 
4hought more of the thing to be done, than of the man* 
aer id which the doing of it should be expressed ; and to 
their acts, in view of the circumstances in which they 
were performed, and of their nature and design, as they 
W to be inferred from cither similar acts, respect is to be 
-bad* rather than to mere words, which are often incon- 
siderately used, or to the different and contrary recollec- 
tions and impressions of individuals, which, besides that 
they have no authority, are likely to be influepqed by 
different prejudices and interests, md aqe at >be$£ &a un- 
certain guide. 

HI. The undersigned ajrgue further from the practice 
.of the chwrch BuiGe 1.803, They contend that the pule 
irf 1^79 has been laid aside since the adoption of the 
jprfcsejit confession and covenant of the church, so th&t 
whatever validity may be claimed lor it on other ground, 
none can be fairly claimed on the ground of usage. 
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The church indeed, in their vote of April last, do pre- 
tend a usage of admitting members with variations from 
the received confession. The committee after them have 
endeavored to support this pretension, and to shew that 
this usage, or practice of the church, is an evidence of 
the validity of the vote of 1779. " The practice in ad- 
mitting members, say the v, has been just such as it would 
have been, if the church had considered the rule of 1779 
to have continued in force." But on what grounds, or 
by what authority these things are affirmed, the under- 
signed are wholly ignorant. They know of no such 
practice of the church ; and it was their suspicion of 
members being admitted by a very different usage, and 
the subsequent justification of this usage by the church, 
even in opposition to the vote by which it is now sought 
to be defended by their committee, that have occasioned 
their present grievance. They believe, that in no in- 
stance, since 1 803, has any candidate, previously to his 
admission, exhibited to the church for their satisfaction, 
either directly, or through the pastor, a form of confes- 
sion different from the form accepted at that time. They 
have till of late ever taken it for granted, at least 
such of them as have been long conversant with the af- 
fairs of the church, and they have supposed it to be gen- 
- erally understood, that candidates have been uniformly 
admitted on the ground which was settled in 1 803. Those 
of them who have joined the church since that time, cer-^ 
tainly did it with these impressions and no other. They 
were far from suspecting what now seems to have been 
the case, that any private understanding existed between 
the pastor and candidates, by which they were admitted 
with 'variations from the received confession. Being un- 
suspicious, they were never attentive to catch the sound 
of such variations on the admission, of these candidates, 
an occasion when the mind w»uld naturally be occupied 
with different concerns. When, however, they were, at 
length, led to fear that this extraordinary liberty had 
been taken, they could not suppose the church generally 
to have been aware of it. And their surprise and grief 
were great, when, after they had made their fears known, 
the church were induced to pass the hasty and incautious 
vote of April 25, 1 822, ana affirm that to have been a 
usage of the church which had not been such a usage, 
thus, it would seem, at once deceiving themselves, sane- 
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tioning an unauthorised and dangerous prerogative of the 
pastor, and wounding the consciences of their brethren* 
The error of your committee on this subject, or "their 
fallacy of substituting one word [thing] for another, and 
reasoning from the substituted word [thing] when its 
meaning is different and not included in the meaning of 
that for which it is substituted," is, in the view of the un* 
dersigned, very material. The admission of candidates, 
on their consenting to a * varied creed,' is clearly a differ* 
ent thing from admitting them after an exhibition of their 
own confession, or relation, and this having been made 
satisfactory to the church. In the former case, there is 
an opportunity for almost any variations however objec* 
tienable they might be to the church. By expressing 
these variations in ambiguous terms, and producing them 
only at the time of the admission of candidates, when their 
import could not be easily apprehended, or when the ex- 

Sression of any dissatisfaction would be considered in* 
ecorous and improper, persons might be received, whom 
the church, were they fully- apprised of their views and 
Mentions, could not conscientiously receive to their fel- 
lowship. The latter case supposes the church to be sat- 
isfied with the qualification of candidates previously to 
their admission. The former has been what the commit- 
tee call < the practice of the church.' The latter is the 
practice required by the vote of 1779. Yet these two 
things the committee have confounded, or they have 
substituted one for the other, and drawn from it a con- 
clusion as erroneous, as the difference between the two 
things is obvious and material. Had candidates been 
.really admitted according to the vote of '79, the long ac- 
quiescence of the church in this practice would have 
been to the purpose of the committee and perfectly con- 
clusive. But the practice which has obtained is entirely 
different from this, a practice not of the church, nor sanc- 
tioned by their authority, nor even known or suspected 
by them* Their acquiescence in it, at least that of the 
s undersigned, has been wholly leriorant and involuntary, 
and withholden immediately, when the existence of the 
practice was ascertained. The practice of the church 
then, so Far from shewing what the committee have argu- 
ed, shews just the reverse. Even the practice of the 
pastor, notwithstanding his present impressions respecting 
the vote of '79, shews his conviction that it was annulled 
by the acts of 1 803 ; for he has never since that time, 



SECOND MEMOHIAL* 35 

'although, as it appears, he has had repeated opportunities, 
instructed candidates to comply with the requisitions of 
that vote. - • 

. Unless the undersigned are greatly deceived, the 
church themselves have not been without serious misgiv- 
ings on this subject, and they mention their impressions 
that the church may be induced to £ive the subject a ye$ 
more thorough examination. In the second' vote of the 
church of April 25, 1822, relating to this point, it war 
provided, u that when any persons wish for admission to 
this church, and choose to make their declaration of faith 
with variations from the customary form, they shall, be- 
fore they are propounded, leave in writing such varia* 
lions with the pastor of the church, or, if there be no 
pastor, with the deacons, for the inspection of members, 
and the said variations shall be read to the church at 
some church meeting previous to their admission." Now 
setting aside all question about the propriety or impro- 
priety of this provision, in view of the received confession 
and covenant, it is obviously just what a fair construction 
of the vote of '79 requires. It seems to have been pre* 
pared in the spirit of that vote, and as if with the purpose 
of preventing any wrong use of the liberty allowed by it, 
and the dissatisfaction and complaint which such wrong 
use would naturally occasion. It shews an apprehension 
of the church, that what they had just called a usage of 
the church, was not such a usage as the vote of '79 allow- 
ed, and that a recurrence to the spirit and requisitions of 
that vote had become necessary. And it does appear to 
the undersigned, that if the church or their committee 
had subsequently recollected and weighed these circum- 
stances, they would have had a more abiding respect for 
the grief of their brethren and sisters, and would have 
found occasion to shew, that it is more magnanimous to 
correct and repair a wrong, than to defend it. 

In view of these considerations, the undersigned still 
conceive that an important injury was done to them by 
the acts of the church of April last, and that this injury was 
not removed or redressed by the acts of August. They 
conceive, that the church have departed from the ground 
which was settled in 1 803, by the adoption of the exist- 
ing confession and covenant, and on which the undersign- 
ed, till of late, have supposed themselves to walk together 
with the church in the faith and fellowship of the gospel. 
They are not satisfied with the reasons offered for their 



36 SECOND XEifoau** 

so doing, nor can they, with their present views, go wiOi 
the church without violating the dictates of their own 
consciences* They cannot suppose that the confession 
of the church is subject to the rule of '79, and the setting 
up of this rule they conceive to be specially impolitic ana 
dangerous, at the present time, in view of the wrong use 
which has obtained of admitting members, and the con- 
sequent differences which have arisen in the church. 
They sincerely believe, that the church are required to 
return to the ground on which they did solemnly agree 
and covenent together in 1803, and thus, to such a meas- 
ure, remove the grief which they have occasioned to 
their brethren. 

. The undersigned fear, lest they have already trespas- 
sed too far on the patience of the church. They are 
aware also, that there is usually no advantage in protract- 
ed discussions of this nature. Else, they should be dis- 
posed to enlarge upon the practical evils, which might be 
expected to result from the acts of the church. Notwith- 
standing the remarks of the committee on this subject, in 
many of which they perfectly acquiesce, they believe 
that " the interests of pure and undefiled religion" are en- 
dangered. They believe, that christian truth, and chris- 
tian temper and practice, have an important connection 
wjth each other. They do not advocate, more than the 
committee, " fixed formularies of faith of man's inven- 
tion," but they are persuaded that it is the duty of every 
church to receive alike the words which the Holy Ghost 
teacheth. They believe that different views and inter- 
pretations of the words of the Holy Ghost will almost 
necessarily produce different tempers and different prac- 
tice in the church, and that different tempers and different 
practice will occasion yet farther divisions of opinion, 
until these evils, thus acting and reacting upon each otl* 
er, the interests of pure religion will fall a sacrifice be- 
fore party animosities and strifes* The experience, not 
of u forty years," but, comparatively, of a few months, in 
this church, certainly does not refute this idea ; and the 
undersigned therefore conceive, that the church are re- 
quired to refrain from every measure that would nat- 
urally lead to such results. 

But the undersigned will not enlarge. They leave the 
subject to the further consideration of their brethren, and 
not without hope, that they will yet see reason to relieve 
the minds of the aggrieved from the embarrassments ub- 
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der which they labor. Should they, however) be disap- 
pointed in this hope, should the church remain satisfied 
with their own acts, the undersigned would then renew 
their proposition, u that this subject of grievance be ' re- 
ferred to the arbitration of an ecclesiastical council to be 
chosen mutually by the church and the aggrieved mem- 
bers, on terms that may hereafter be adjusted between 
them." 

Signed, EBEN'R ROCKWOOD, 

v (and eighteen other members of the church.) 

Nov. 11, 1822. 

After attending to the reading of it, the church — "Vot- 
ed, that said memorial be referred to a committee of five 
to report at a future day, and that a copy of their report 
be communicated to the subscribers of the memorial be-? 
fore the meeting of the church on adjournment." 

The committee reported to the church at an adjourned 
meetbg on the 23d of December. The church accepted 
the report of the committee, which was as follows : 



To the church of Christ in Wilton. 

Your committee, to whom, on the 14th of Nov. last, 
was referred the second memorial of brother Ebenezer 
Rockwood and others, have attended to that subject, as 
they hope, with deep regard to christian truth and liber- 
ty, the purity and prosperity of the church, and the wel- 
fare of their dissatisfied brethren. 

Though what was in their former memorial " the al- 
leged matter of grievance is taken away" in compliance 
with their wishes, yet they now inform us, that they have 
the same dissatisfaction with a rule of the church con- 
cerning confessions of faith adopted in J 779, which they 
contend, against the voice of the church, had been an- 
nulled. 

There seems to be some little mistake in the second 
memorial in supposing the restoration of any thing by the 
second resolution passed in August last, for that resolu- 
tion enacts, or imposes, or restores nothing. It simply 
declares a fact, or the understanding of the church in 
regard to the existence of a known rule. This resolu- 
tion is now alleged by the subscribers of this memorial, 
as the subject of their dissatisfaction, and as they say 
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adopted u for reasons which are stated at length in the 
report" of a former committee. And they now inform 
us that they u have still a hope, that if, as they believe, 
these reasons can be invalidated, the church will be in- 
duced to reconsider the resolution founded on them*" 
Arguments of considerable length are offered in the me- 
morial now before us for this purpose. These our dis- 
satisfied brethren may think have not received sufficient 
attention from your committee, if they are passed over 
without comment. If these arguments on further exam- 
ination prove to be inconclusive, it is hoped that the dis- 
satisfaction of our brethren may be removed. 

There is, it may be observed, a mistake in the memo- 
rial, that the resolution was passed for reasons in the re- 
port of the former committee, no reasons being offered 
in their report for its adoption. The reasons for its adop- 
tion are indeed stated by the church in the preamble of 
the resolution, but to these the arguments in the memori- 
al have -no application. In that report, however, are 
found reasons to shew, that the rule of 1779 remained 
in force ; and it is to these reasons, we apprehend from 
the arguments offered, that the second memorial refers. 

The method pursued to invalidate the reasons offered 
in the* report, is not so much by shewing the reasons to 
be inconclusive, as by attempting to maintain the contra- 
ry position, that the rule of 1 779 has been annulled. 

This rule, which must be familiar to every member of 
the church, is expressed in these words: 4 * that every can- 
didate previous to his admission give his consent to & 
confession of faith, or exhibit one of his own, or a rela- 
tion satisfactory to the church." 

The first topic of argument is on the construction of 
this very plain and intelligible rule. 

After the remark, that the rule respects simply a con- 
fession, the first step in the argument is, that by the rule 
mutt be intended " either a confession such as the wisdom 
of the pastor might dictate to candidates for admission, 
or a confession yet to be prepared by the church or their 
order." The necessity of this may perhaps not be per- 
fectly obvious to all. 

The next step of the argument is, that as the chwrch 
did not prepare a confession, and the pastor did, " a con- 
fession, then, at the discretion of the pastor, must have 
been intended." 

It must require a discernment beyond that of your 
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committee, to perceive from this rule, why the church, 
after omitting it for a season, might not prepare a confes- 
sion, or order one to be prepared to be used in conformi- 
ty to the rule, though the pastor in the meantime had 
furnished one for that purpose. 

The memorial, however, goes on to observe concerning 
this rule, that by it the church 4t had given a privilege tt> 
Mr. Fisk, and were willing that he should exercise it, 
while he lived." Here is a remarkable change in the 
train of reasoning. The position started upon was, that 
a confession must have been intended to be prepared, 
either by the church or by the pastor ; and from the fact, 
that the church omitted to do it, and that the pastor did 
prepare a confession, it is contended that the pastor only 
was to prepare a confession. This, if it prove any thing, 
which may possibly be doubted, proves that by the rule 
it was the official right or duty of the pastor to furnish a 
Confession to which candidates might assent; and if it was 
an official right or duty, it must of course pass to his suc- 
cessor in office. 

But, in contradiction to this natural inference, the me- 
morial makes it the personal privilege of Mr. Fisk. Upon 
which your committee remark, that if a personal privi- 
lege were conferred by the rule, as no person is desig- 
nated by the words of the rule, or any other votej either 
by name or by an office held, it might, for any thing that 
appears, have been as truly considered the personal 
privilege of any one else, as of Mr. Fisk. 

The next step in the argument, and which is necessary 
to come at the desired conclusion, is still more inexplica- 
ble. It is not simply, that this privilege, supposed in the 
memorial to be granted to Mr. Fisk during his life, ceas- 
ed at his death, which would be the only natural and 
just conclusion, but this supposed privilege, which ex- 
tended only to giving a facility in executing the first 
clause of the rule of 1779, being at that time annulled, 
the conclusion is not only; that the first clause of the rule 
was annulled, which Would be stfange enough, but what 
is still more passing strange, that the next clause, and 
indeed the whole rule, was annulled by .the event of Mr. 
Fisk's death. Thus "and at that time, according to the 
memorial, it was annulled ; but proceeding a little farther,, 
we find something still to be done to the rule. 

It is asserted "that vote" (the rule of 1779) "vested 
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authority in the pastor to prescribe a confession to can- 
didates for church privileges." 

To this assertion the committee reply, that an absolute 
power to prescribe a confession was vested in him, is 
contradicted by the rule itself, because it gives liberty 
for candidates to exhibit a confession of their own ; and 
to have vested such authority in any one would have- 
been as derogatory to the church, if they had given it, 
as it would have been to the highly esteemed character 
of Mr. Fisk, to have accepted it. We then in candor . 
must take the meaning of the memorial to be, that by the 
rule of 1779, the pastor was vested with authority to fui> 
nish a confession to be used according to the rule. From 
this it is argued on the part of the memorialists, that 
when the church, as in 1803, " agree upon and record 
articles of faith, prepared wholly, ,or in part, from forms 
before in use, such acts amount to a resumption of this 
authority." 

It may here be noticed, that the authority vested was 
an authority to furnish a confession to be used according 
to the rule of 1779. The authority resumed must be 
the same, as that which was vested ; and as it was resum- 
ed by exercising the authority itself, it conclusively fol- 
lows that the confession prepared by the church in 1803, 
was designed to be used in accordance with the rule of 
1779. But the conclusion in the memorial is, that these 
acts of the church, that is, the exercise of this authority, 
not only ambunted to a resumption of the authority sup- 
posed to be vested in the pastor, but annulled the rule it- 
self; which is neither more nor less than this, that the 
church, by resuming and exercising an authority to facil- 
itate the execution of the rule of 1 779, were $o unfortu- 
nate as by the very act to annul the rule itself — a rule 
too, which had ceased to exist more than a year before, 
at the death of Mr. Fisk, according to an equally con- 
clusive argument of the memorial ; so that if this rea- 
soning be true, the rule died twice, and must now be con- 
sidered twice dead and plucked up by the roots. 

But the position taken m the memorial, that the church 
intended and authorised Mr. Fisk to prepare a confession 
to be used according to the rule of 1779, is fatal in 
another respect to the main conclusion contended for. 
Because, in the case supposed, Mr. Fisk would be the 
authorised agent of the church, and the form of a con- 
fession, prepared by him in pursuance of this authority, 
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would be thus " made their own 1 ' by the church, as much 
as a form would be, prepared in any other manner by 
their order. The church, of course, then, by simply 
accepting this their own form, after revision by their 
committee in 1803, gave it no additional authority, nor 
indicated any alteration in its designed use. 

The authority or designed use of a form of a confes* 
sion is not in the least altered by entering it among the 
records. Mr. Fisk might for better preservation have 
entered the form he prepared in the records ; and if that 
had been done, it would have saved the labor of its re- 
visal in 1803. The present pastor, for better preserva- 
tion after revision, entered it in the records, but without 
any direction from the church. From this it may be seen 
of now little consequence is the fact of its being in the re- 
cords, which is repeatedly insisted on as of so much im- 
portance in the memorial. 

For the purpose of fortifying some points in the argu- 
ment, the writer of the memorial has resorted to the sup- 
position of great confusion and disorder in the affairs of 
the church, which never appear to have happened. We 
are told of the want of records; and what of that? Re- 
Cords, though convenient, are not necessary to the regu- 
lar and well ordering the affairs of a christian church. 
}f this were the case, it would seem that the churches in 
, the days of the apostles must have been in great disor- 
der, for we do not find, that they were ever ordered or 
ever did keep any records of then: internal proceedings : 
and besides it is a reflection upon the understanding of 
those persons, who \were members of this church in 1779, 
to suggest the notion, which is suggested in the memorial, 
that " the method of conducting the concerns of the 
church could not, of course, be adequately understood," 
without records before them. Even if the affairs of the 
church had been disordered at that time, (which was not 
the case,) yet we believe, that the members, by their own 
good sense, would have perceived that mere temporary 
expedients would not afford the proper remedy. The 
rule of 1779, does not appear to be of a temporary na- 
ture. Neither the words in which it is expressed, nor 
any circumstance attending it, gives the least countenance 
to the supposition of its being a temporary expedient. 
But, on the contrary, it has every appearance of a perma- 
nent rule, as much as any one that was formed by this 
xhurch. 6 
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Whatevcr was the real design of certain members in 
renewing covenant at the time Mr. Fisk was admitted as 
a member and settled as the pastor of the church, it can- 
not be inferred from the transaction that the existenc 
of the church was doubted, or its affairs disordered. 
Nor did the death of Mr. Fisk, which took place twen- 
ty-three years afterwards, occasion any disorder or diffi- 
culty in administering the affairs -of the church* Mem- 
bers were admitted while the pastoral office was vacant, 
and othei's stood propounded for admission at the time of 
the well known transaction of the church in June, 
1803. At that time, no want of definite shape in its af- 
fairs, nor defect in its rules, nor difficulty in admitting its 
members, was either discussed or known to the church, 
except this, that the manuscript forms of a confession of 
faith and covenant then in use were in such condition as 
to be in part illegible, of which circumstance they were 
entirely ignorant, until they had received information 
concerning it by the pastor. This difficulty the church, 
without delay, removed by revising those forms, through 
the agency of a committee. 

II. The second topic of argument in the memorial is, 
that from the nature of the acts of 1 803, the rule of 1 77ft 
must be annulled. 

It may be observed, that the nature, and indeed the 
whole extent of the acts of the church in 1803, relating 
to the subject, was revising a form of confession ana 
covenant then in use. Yet the writer of the memorial 
contends, and would induce the church to believe, that 
the votes of the church do not express what was done 
by the church. But if, even in contradiction to the ex- 
press words of the votes of 1 803, and also of the words 
of the memorial which affirm the church did " revise the 
forms which had beeta in use," the intimation in the me- 
morial be correct, that the church revised nothing, but 
made " a new production," all which was then produced 
that affects the subject in discussion was merely a form of 
a confession of faith. But to suppose, that producing a 
new confession, or that revising an old confession, either 
of which might be used according to the direction of a 
rule, annuls the rule itself, is equally absurd. 

The writer of the memorial, in reference to u the gen- 
eral spirit, design" and use of such instruments as the 
confession and covenant of 1803, strongly insists that 
" they are a form of government ifi which members are 
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united, by which they act, and have power over one an* 
other," — that they have " to the church consenting to 
them,' b so far as they extend, all the weight and authori- 
ty of revelation itself," — and also from the church ac- 
cepting them in 1803, that "it is then fairly to be pre- 
sumed, that they intend this' (form of government) 4 as 
their only rule and the ground of their fellowship and 
communion." 

Whatever inferences might be made, if such a state 
did really exist in a church, it is a state that never existed 
in this church, and which, it is devoutly to be hoped* 
never will. The understanding of the church in 1803 
evidently was, that the confession and covenant were on- 
ly forms to be used according to the rules and usages of 
the church. Calling the confession and covenant " a 
form of government" " the platform," u the constitution, 
the compact," or by any other high sounding title, does 
not in the least alter their nature and design. The con- 
fession accepted in 1803 is merely a form of words, which 
a candidate for admission may use to exhibit his belief in 
certain doctrines. It is in no respect even a constituent 
part of a form of government. So for as any thing is 
binding in either of them, it must be in a covenant en- 
gagement, not in a mere declaration of religious senti- 
ments in the form of a creed; and it should be, kept in 
mind, that since 1803, no deviation, from the form of the 
covenant has been made in the admission of members* 

The covenant accepted in 1 803 has, however, nothing 
to do with the subject in discussion, which relates 
wholly to confessions of faith ; and if it had, it is by no 
means a form of government. In order to have made the 
covenant and confession, or either of them, a form of 
government for the church and a compact binding all 
its members, the personal and individual assent of each 
member must have been given to it, as being such 
compact and form of government. No such thing was 
done in 1803. No member, either then, or at any time 
since, has subscribed the confession or covenant. No 
female, and perhaps only part of the male members of 
the church, actually voted for the acceptance of them. 

The covenant, even with the confession, is so far from 
being what the writer of the memorial presumes them to 
be, " a form of government," and " their only rule" to 
the church, that the express engagements of the cove- 
nant are " to receive the holy scriptures as the rule of 
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faith and practice," and also for administering discipline 
in the church. 

In reference to the views of the writer of the memo- 
rial concerning the confession and covenant, it may be 
remarked, that for brethren, the professed disciples 
of Christ, by such expedients to gain power over one an- 
other, would be as opposite to the commands of Christ, 
as the peace of the church. Even for the church itself, 
by means of confessions and covenants, to usurp a power 
over its members which scripture has not given it, would 
be a departure from the purity and simplicity of the gos- 
pel. Whatever may be done elsewhere, it is not proba- 
ble that this church, until it can be induced to imitate 
the church of Rome, so far as to assert its own infallibil- 
ity, will be guilty of the inconsistency of exalting its 
deductions and interpretations of scripture, embodied in 
the form of a creed, to the same rank and authority as 
u revelation itself."* 

When it is well known, that this church allows of oc- 
casional communion and keep open the table of our Lord 
to their fellow christians of other churches, and especial- 
ly, since there are among the subscribers of the memorial, 
some who have never, to the knowledge of the church, 
fessentedt either to the confession or covenant, and thus 
come upon that ground, it is truly astonishing, that they 
should consider and so much insist, that the confession, 
even with the covenant, was u the ground of their fellow- 
ship and communion" in this church. 

111. The remaining argument of the memorial is from 
the practice of the church, which is contended to have 
been, since 1803, contrary to the rule of 1779. 

Under this head, and in the only attempt directly to 
invalidate any reasoning in the report of your former 
committee by shewing it to be inconclusive, the writer of 
the memorial, retorting their language, charges them with 
the " fallacy of substituting one word [thing] for another," 
&c. What was meant by interpolating the term " /fcmg," 
we are uncertain, but the writer specifies the thing itself 
substituted to be " the admission of candidates on their 
consenting to a varied creed." The church, however, 

* See page 31. 

t It has not been the practice of the church to require a formal 
assent to a confession of faith or covenant, from those who are admit- 
ted as members on recommendation from other churches. Three of 
the memorialists were of that number. 
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never gave the power to that committee, and that commit- 
tee never performed or attempted the thing to admit 
members to the church in any method, or to substitute 
one method for another. But if the writer merely intend- 
ed to charge the committee with the logical offence of 
changing, in their reasoning, one word or phrase for an- 
other, oi different import, they are fully vindicated from 
the offence by the fact, that the practice pursued in ad- 
mitting members since 1803 has been the same as during 
Mr. Fisk's ministry. 

A remark was correctly made by your former commit- 
tee, that since 1803, u the practice of admitting members 
has been just such as it would have been, had the church 
considered the rule of 1779 to have continued in force." 
To this the memorial replies, " but on what grounds, or 
by what authority these things are affirmed, the under- 
signed are wholly ignorant." This want of knowledge of 
the " grounds" is, however, no very conclusive evidence 
against the truth of the fact, and it might have been re- 
moved by attention to facts stated before the church in 
April last, by members of unimpeached veracity. 

The practice of the church will be best elucidated by 
facts. It is doubted by none that Mr. Fisk well under- 
stood the rule of 1779, and particularly the intent of its 
last phrase, " satisfactory to the church^ During his min- 
istry, some candidates consented to the form of confes- 
sion w r hich had been prepared, being the same that was 
afterwards revised in 1803; other candidates exhibited 
a confession varied from it. After the death of Mr. Fisk, 
and the revision of the confession and covenant in 1 803, 
some candidates consented to the form of confession that 
had been revised, others exhibited one varied from it ; 
and, in regard to any method of ascertaining the confes- 
sion exhibited to be satisfactory to the church, the w?ne 
course was pursued as during Mr. Fisk r s ministry. If the 
church are not already abundantly satisfied of the truth 
of these facts, it may easily be made evident to them, if 
any thing can be made evident by human testimony. 

In the memorial we find it truly stated, that " Mr. Fisk 
received members to the church according to the pro- 
visions of this vote," the rule of 1779. As the practice 
since 1803, in regard to the subject in discussion, has 
been the same as during his ministry, it plainly follows, 
that the practice since 1803 has been according to the 
provisions of the rule of 1779. 
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The memorial correctly states, tfa&t "had candidates 
been really admitted according to the vote of 1779, 
the long acquiescence of the church in the practice 
would have been to the purpose of the committee and per- 
fectly conclusive." Thai such has, in fact, been the prac- 
tice, is sufficiently evident, and the acquiescence of the 
church in it has been uninterrupted. It is, therefore, 
perfectly conclusive, from the practice of the church, and 
positions in the memorial itself, that the rule of 1779 has 
continued in force. > 

The memorialists, however, drc.lare, (though it con- 
cerns net the argument m4he tang,) that as to themselves, 
" their acquiescence in i t" '" has been wholly ignorant and 
involuntary, and "withholden immediately, when the ex- 
istence of the practice was ascertained." That not an 
individual of the subscribers of the memorial knew, that 
members had been admitted to the church after exhibit- 
ing a confession of faith varying from the form accepted 
in 1403, until immediately before they withheld their 
acquiescence in the practice, is truly surprising, and 
would to your committee have appeared wholly improba- 
ble, had it not been by them asserted. As the particular 
Mttof dissent, whether bade years ago or recently, are 
sot specified, your committee are much at a lossto know, 
1 what the acts of immediate withholding acquiescence 
-were, which support the declaration as made by each 
individual subscriber. For was it the signature of die 
first memorial? The church were not informed of that 
act until three months after the practice had been fully 
discussed, in a meeting of the church in April last, though 
it was then made known, that candidates who had been 
propounded wouM in a short time be admitted with 
variations. Was it by voluntarily absenting themselves 
from the LordVsupper? This is manifesting no definite 
dissent to any thing, unless It be a dissent from the com- 
mands of Christ and their covenant engagements with 
the church, or fo the present existence of the church 
itself, as a church of Christ. But even this, so indefinite 
in meaning and reprehensible as it is, if it were an intel- 
ligible dissent, Was not made by some of the subscribers 
of the memorial, until two months after the practice had 
been discussed as before mentioned, in open meeting 
of the church- 
That the variations complained of were designed "not 
to introduce one faith, but many, and those contrary and 
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opposite one to another" fend to the christian faith, and 
also designed " to bring together individuals of a different 
spirit" from that required in the gospel of Christ, is an 
imputation so contrary to fact and all probability, that 
▼our committee are slow to believe, that it was intended 
py the subicriben of the memorial, though the expression 
a they are possibly to introduce,"* &c. taken in its con- 
nexion and manner of repetition, scarcely admits of a 
different import. 

It has been painful to your committee to observe language 
in the memorial before them, the plain import of which 
deeply impeaches the moral character of the pastor and 
of many members of the church, and, indeed, that of the 
whole church itself,— language wholly wanton, as it con- 
duces nothing to the argument or proposed objects of the 
memorial* This your committee, perhaps, ought not to 
pass without notice* 

If, contrary to the design of the church, "any private 
unfa* Blooding 1 existed between the pastor and the candi- 
dates, by which they were admitted with variations from 
the received confession," which is suggested in the me* 
morial, both they and the pastor must have been guilty 
of a most gross and dishonest fraud upon the church with 
scarce a hope of escaping detection* The circumstan- 
ces attending the admissions alluded to are such, as de- 
cisively preclude any such supposition. 

When of necessity the church must bo somewhat in- 
formed of its usages, and the church is said to u affirm 
that to have been a usage of the church, which had not 
been such a usage," {— -and when it must be well known 
that the pastor had expressed his opinion, that the rule of 
1779 has continued in force, and it said that *even the 
practice of the pastor shews his conviction, that it was 
annulled by the acts of 1803," both the church .and the 
pastor are apparently charged with intentional falsehood. 
But, as. it was declared to the church on behalf of the 
memorialists, when this memorial was presented, that no 
imputation was designed against the moral character of 
the pastor ; so, notwithstanding the plain import of the 
language, candor may lead the church to think that the 
memorialists designed none against the church, or any of 
its members. 

To the writer of the memorial it must therefore be as- 

■ ■ '■ ■ i 

* See pages 11 and 32. t See page 33. % See page 34. 
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cribed, and he must have very ill understood, or have 
been very unfortunate in expressing the intention of the 
subscribers, and it is to be hoped, that it was only 
through inadvertence that they assented to it. Too high 
esteem for their moral and religious principles and lot 
their understanding is due to its subscribers, to suppose, 
that if they had a little more attentively considered the 
memorial, any of them would have given the approta;. 
tion of their names either to the imputations against the 
character of their brethren, or the arguments contained 
in it. Your committee have no objection to their dissat- 
isfied brethren seeking abroad for advice in their embar- 
rassments and perplexities, but it is much to be lamented 
that, through inadvertence, they have been so far misled. 

Though not equally objectionable as the language be- 
fore mentioned, yet we should not pass unheeded the in- 
timation in the memorial, that " the church themselves have 
not been without serious misgivings on this subject," — 
and as manifesting it, there is mentioned the passing of 
the second vote concerning confessions on the twenty- 
fifth of April last. The member* who moved that vote 
certainly did it out of regard to their feelings, and to re- 
move the objections then offered by those dissatisfied 
with the rule of 1779, and the usage under it; and there 
is no reason to believe, that those who voted in the 
affirmative did it from any other motive. It indicates 
something exceedingly unfavorable to a hope of recon- 
ciling our dissatisfied brethren and sisters, that what was 
done by the church purely in accommodation to their 
feelings and to remove their dissatisfaction, should be 
viewed by them as evidence only of the compunctions of 
conscience. 

Though the nature of the rule, good or bad, has noth- 
ing to dp in proving its existence, yet in reference to 
what is said in the memorial of the religious and moral 
tendency of the rule of 1779, it may be observed, that 
the dissatisfaction manifested towards this rule within " a 
few months" past is no very conclusive argument that it 
has impaired the purity of the church or been the means 
of introducing into it members of unchristian and dis- 
cordant tempers. No particular evil of this kind has, to 
the knowledge of your committee, been pretended to hap- 

» 

* The same person was one of the committee, which made this re- 
port. 
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pen from the operation of the rule, either recently, or 
within the forty years the rule has been in force. . If the 
dissatisfied are conscious from " the experience" "of a 
few months," that opposition to this rule has had an un- 
favorable effect upon their feelings and temper, or if they 
think the defence of it has caused the same effect upon 
others, it is not the fault of the rule ; and the remedy for 
the evil, if it exist, may be found in cultivating the spirit 
of piety, meekness, and brotherly love taught in the 
gospel of Christ. 

To the memorialists it may readily be accorded, that, 
so far as known to them, " it is the duty of ev^ry church 
to receive alike the words which the Holy Ghost teach- 
eth," but it cannot be the duty of any church to receive as 
of equal authority for doctrine the commandments or the 
interpretations of men. If it be the duty of christians to re- 
ceive the words of the Holy Ghost, it is equally their duty 
to search out what are, in truth, the words of the Holy 
Ghost, and receive no others as such. That benefit may 
be received from the words, their meaning must be under- 
stood ; and the true meaning is to be sought by diligent and 
faithful examination in the love of truth, not from any au- 
thoritative interpretations of a church. If decisions of a 
church, by repressing examination, could produce uniform- 
ity of interpretations, so strongly insisted upon in the me- 
morial, unless the church were infallible, it might be 'the 
uniformity of trror. When attempts have been made to 
produce coincidence in interpretations and opinions by 
other methods than by enlightening the understanding in 
the knowledge of truth, the consequences have ever 
been pernicious. Past events may instruct us in a language 
that need not be misunderstood, that creeds and similar 
devices established to produce uniformity, have debased 
the minds, and been snares to the consciences of men, 
and have proved the fruitful source of error, discord, 
moral corruption and oppression in a large part of the 
professed christian world. However valuable the inter- 
pretations of men may be, and some of them are truly 
valuable in their proper place, yet it certainly must be 
offensive to the great Head of the church to erect these 
interpretations into a fence to debar Christ's disciples 
from the ordinances, which he has commanded to be 
observed. 

7 
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Though the dissatisfied describe the acts of the church 
as " wounding to their consciences," yet we would hope 
better things of our brethren 'and sisters, than that the 
acts of the church, particularly the rule of 1779, have 
been so much of a stumbling block to them, as to cause 
them to sin against conscience. While some of them, 
and those the most experienced and conversant with the 
affairs of the church, could "go with the church without 
violating the dictates of their own consciences" during 
the ministry of Mr. Fisk, when the rule of 1779 ac- 
cording to tneir own opinion* was in full operation, it does 
not plainly appear, why this rule should now necessarily 
prevent them. 

It is hoped, that the dissatisfied, upon a review of the 
whole subject iin the spirit of concord and brotherly love, 
will perceive, that there is no sufficient cause for so great 
dissatisfaction, and that, to the mutual edification of all its 
members, they will return to the bosom of this church, 
from which they seem so much estranged. 

The facts necessary to be known to the church in or- 
der to understand the point in question, which merely 
concerns a rule and consequent usage of the church, lie 
in a small compass, and if not sufficiently certain may 
easily be ascertained. These facts may here be reca- 
pitulated. 

The church, January 19th, 1779, voted a rule, "that 
. every candidate previous to his admission give his consent - 
to a confession of faith, or exhibit one of his own, or a 
relation satisfactory to the church." The subject of the 
rule, its words, and the circumstances attending its en- 
actment, indicate it to be as permanent as any rule of the 
church. % 

A form of a confession of faith was prepared, and the 
pastor " Mr. Fisk received members to the church ac- 
cording to the provisions of this vote," conceding to them 
the liberty allowed by the rule. 

The church in 1803, without ibeing conscious of any 
disorder in its affairs, or defect in its rules, at the sugges- 
> tion of the pastor, revised by their committee the con- 
fession that had been prepared and was then in use. 

Since that time, the same course in regard to confes- 
sions of faith has been pursued in the admission of 
members to the church, as during Mr. Fisk's ministry. 

# Sec pa»e 29. 
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No vote op act of the church is known, which has in- 
fringed upon the authority of this rule, or that in any 
way obstructs its execution. 

So far as your committee can understand from the last 
memorial the real object and wishes of its subscribers, 
it does not appear evident, that revoking or annulling 
any former votes or rules of the church would accomplish 
the purpose of our dissatisfied brethren, while they retain 
their present opinions and feelings. Because if the sec- 
ond resolution of August last, which only declares the 
simple fact, that the rule of 1 779 has continued in force, 
were reconsidered, which seems to be the request of the 
memorial, it is obvious that this measure would not impair 
the force of the rule or abolish the usage it authorises. 

If the rule of 1779, which introduced into the church 
the use of forms of confessions of faith distinct from the 
covenant, and which is the only act of the church that 
now authorises and requires their use, were itself repealed 
and annulled, any authorised use of the confession of 
1803, or other such confessions, would cease in the 
church. 

We should be fearful, that neither of these measures 
would meet the full wishes of our dissatisfied brethren, 
and if adopted would be no more successful in removing 
their complaints, than was the granting the request of 
their former memorial. 

In regard to a mutual council proposed in case the 
church remain satisfied with their acts, as no articles to 
be submitted to such council have been distinctly speci- 
fied, your committee can form no opinion of its expedi- 
ence or probable utility. 

Dec. 23, 1822. 

A desire being expressed on the part of the dissatisfi- 
ed members, that the church would accede to the propo- 
sition in their memorial for an ecclesiastical council, the 
church by a vote appointed a tt committee to confer with 
the memorialists, or such of their number as they shall 
appoint for that purpose, on the subject of an ecclesias- 
tical council, and to fix upon the articles, that may be 
submitted to the arbitration of such council, and also up- 
on the members which may compose such council, and 
report to the church for their approval or rejection." 

A conference was accordingly held; the result of 
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which will appear from the proceedings at the next sub- 
sequent church meeting. 

"Jan. 9, 1823. The church met according to ad- 
journment. 

44 The committee chosen on the twenty-third day of 
December last, reported the progress that had been made 
in the'business, for which they were appointed, by lay- 
ing before the church the written proceedings of a con- 
ference between them and. a committee acting in behalf 
of members, who lately presented a memorial to the 
church. 

44 It was moved by brother Ebenezer Rockwood, that 
the church join with the aggrieved members in a mutual 
council in the manner they proposed to the committee of 
the church : which motion did not prevail." 

It being then suggested to the dissatisfied members, 
that the negociation was still open for a mutual council 
on any other propositions that might be agreed, it was 
stated 1 on their behalf that they should proceed upon no 
other proposition for a mutual council, than that which 
they had then made. As the negociation for a mutual 
council was thus closed, the committee, which had been 
appointed on that subject, requested the church to re- 
ceivers their full report the written proceedings, which 
had been presented. Whereupon it was 

44 Voted, that the church accept the report and ap 
prove the doings of their committee, and that the writ- 
ten proceedings of the conference as reported be enter- 
ed in the records of the church." 

44 The proceedings ordered to be recorded are as fol- 
lows : 

44 January 7, 1823. In behalf of the aggrieved mem- 
bers of the church of Christ in Wilton, their committee 
propose to the committee of the church, that the whole 
of the communications of the aggrieved made in writing 
to the church and the transactions of the church thereon, 
communicated by the church to the aggrieved members, 
be submitted to the arbitration of a mutual council' ac- 
cording to their request in said communicatfons to the 
church." 

. 44 January 7, 1823. In reply to the proposition of the 
aggrieved, the committee of the church express no re- 
luctance to a mutual council, and to the alleged subject 
pf grievance being referred to such council, but they do 
not think, that referring it in the manner proposed would 
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effect any valuable purpose, unless definite articles spe- 
cifying the subject of their grievance were exhibited."* 

* At the conference, when the committee of the dissatisfied mem- 
bers had proposed to refer the communications, &c. they were reques- 
ted to specify the propositions, on which they desired that the con- 
templated council should decide ; and at the same time it was observ- 
ed to them, that those writings and any evidence that related to the 
subject referred, might be laid before the council for their examination. 
They objected to making any specifications as unnecessary, and not 
so good a method in thsir opiuion as barely to refer the (ommunica- 
tions. In a long conversation upon the subject, the reasonableness 
and even the necessity of a precise statement of that, upon which a 
council should make a decision, or give advice, was urged upon them 
in vain. The same subject was likewise discussed at considerable 
length in the church, when the result of the conference was reported, 
but to no better effect. The details of that conversation, though the 
editors might speak from personal knowledge, it is unnecessary to 
give. ' 

It is sufficiently obvious upon a moment's reflection, that the state- 
ment or specification requested would be very useful, if not necessa- 
ry to the council, to enable them to act with intelligence and de- 
spatch, and alto to the parties, that they might be prepared with their 
evidence and every thing needful to a fair investigation before the 
council. 

It is somewhat singular that any one should desire to bring a con- 
troversy before a tribunal, and at the same time object to giving a 
simple statement of the points of the controversy which were to 1m 
decided, unincumbered with other matter. It would have been at- 
tended with very little trouble and no hardship to have done this as 
a mere act of courtesy, if the subject had been perfectly clear and 
certain without it. A refusal in such a case looks very much as if a 
naked statement would not bear inspection. 

A further consideration rendered the specification indispensable, be- 
fore the church could with a due regard to their rights sftbmit to the 
tribunal demanded. It ought to be noticed, that it was not advice of 
council that was sought by the dissatisfied. Their undeviating request 
was to refer " to the arbitration of an ecclesiastical council." And 
What was the subject now to be submitted to arbitration ? Their pro- 
position was not now as in their memorials to submit grievances, but 
certain writings. What is it to submit to an arbitration such writings' 
a* were designated? Strictly speaking, the decision of no question what- 
ever would be submitted. If however it were taken in so extended 
a sense as to embrace the decision of any question, it would equally 
embrace the decision of every question that might arise from them. 
If any thing would have been submitted, it might have been questions- 
concerning the logical, rhetorical, or grammatical skill with which 
they were written,— it might have been questions arising from the 
dark insinuations or ambiguous and unworthy imputations found there- 
in, as much at any matter of grievance suggested. The council on 
such submission might have been called upon as arbitrators to decide 
for the church, what no consistent protestant would submit to any 
men to decide for him, that a confession of faith, as was aeserted in, 
the second memorial, hat, to a church consenting to it, so far as it ex- 
tends, u all the weight and authority of revelation itself." 

It may be further remarked that the power to arbitrate would be 
nugatory, unless it included the power to award redress. The arbi- 
trators with undefined power, and judging the church in fault, might 
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The attention of the church was next called to the 
subject by receiving, on the 23d of February, the follow- 
ing notice of an ex-parte council. 

To the Rev* Pastor and the majority of the Church of Christ 

in Wilton. 
The committee of the aggrieved members of said 
church inform them, that they have requested a number 
of churches to send their pastors and delegates to meet 
at Ebeneier Rock wood's in said Wilton, on Tuesday 
the fourth day of March next, and if they shall think fit 
to form into a council to give them their christian advice, 
&c. when such communication may be made to them by 
the church as they may think proper. 

EBEN'R ROCKWOOD, 1 Committee for 
BURLEIGH FRENCH, J the aggrieved. 

To this communication the church replied as follows : 

The Church of Christ in Wilton to Ebenezer Rockwood and 

Burleigh French, committee for the aggrieved* 
Brethren, 

A letter signed by you, was communicated to us by our 
pastor on the 23d of February, 1823.; in which letter 

have awarded (and which would seem proper if the church were re- 
ally unfit for' christian communion) that it should be dissolved, or if 
not inclined to pronounce so harsh a sentence, they might, as the 
readiest way to give satisfaction, put it under the exclusive control 
and direction of those, who had excited and taken the lead in the dis- 
affection. 

Though the church might put as much confidence in an ecclesias- 
tical council as ought to be put in any such body of men, and not sus- 
pect one even the most ill selected would make a decision so outrage- 
ous ; yet these observations may shew that it was justifiable for the 
church : nay more, that it was a duty they owed themselves, to insist 
upon a precise statement of the propositions to be decided upon before 
they submitted to the power of any men, who were to act not as coun- 
sellors but as arbitrators. 

But why this aversion to specify the particulars on which the coun- 
cil might arbitrate ? If nothing but the alleged grievance, for which 
they had abandoned the church, and which their committee express- 
ly declared to be the votes of the church and not dissatisfaction with 
any individual members, were wished to be put in arbitration, why 
refuse to specify and confine the arbitration te that subjdkft, as was in 
the conference directly inquired of them ? We can think of no good 
Teason, unless, as subsequent facts strongly indicate, that it might be 
thought by the directors of the business, that an ex-parte council, es- 
pecially if a competent number of their confidential advisers abroad 
might be of the council, would answer their purpose better than an 
impartial mutual council ; and that they might chance to make from 
the noa compliance of the church with inadmissible conditions the 
much wanted veil to cover from unobserving eyes the irregularity of 
the desired ex-parte council. 
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information is given that the aggrieved members of the 
church have requested a number of churches to send their 
pastors and delegates to meet at the house of Ebenezer 
Kockwood on Tuesday the 4th day of March inst. and, if 
they shall think fit to form into a council, to give them 
their christian advice, &c. But what churches have been 
thus requested, or what subjects are to be laid before 
the said council for their christian advice, when con- 
vened, the letter does not inform us. 

It is the decided opinion of the church that there does 
not exist any good reason for calling a council ex-parte at 
the present time, because the church have never refused, 
nor expressed any reluctance to joining with the aggriev- 
ed in a mutual council, provided definite articles specify- 
ing the subject of grievance were by them exhibited ; but 
on the contrary, a negociation was opened on the part of 
the church, to make the necessary arrangements for call- 
ing a mutual council, which negociation might have con- 
tinued open till this time, and, for aught that appears, 
until its object should have been effected, had it not 
been broken off abruptly on the part of the aggrieved. 

If any party, therefore, have refused to unite in calling 
a mutual council, the church think it must be the aggriev- 
ed, inasmuch as they, of their own accord, closed that 
negociation. 

It is believed that the aggrieved have been furnished 
already with all the acts and doings of the church relating 
to the subject of their dissatisfaction ; this being the case, 
it is deemed unnecessary to make any farther commu- 
nication. By order of the church. 

THOMAS BEEDE, Moderator. 
March 2, 1 823. 



In pursuance of letters missive from tt a minority of 
the church of Christ in Wilton," an ecclesiastical council 
convened at the house of Dr. Ebenezer Rockwood in 
said town on March 4, 1823, for the purpose of ( giving 
their christian advice' to the said minority, who feel 
themselves aggrieved 4 by certain votes,, which have 
been passed in the church, which in their opinion tend*. 

• This appears to be quoted from their letter missive, and it may 
be noticed, the complaint concerning the doings of the church is only 
a tendency to an apprehended evU, not that any bad actnaUy occurred. 



56 RESULT Or EX-FAME COUWCIfe 

to open the way for the admission into the church of 
persons, whose religious sentiments are discordant with 
the confession of faith and covenant,* on which they 
view the church in Wilton to be gathered as a body.' 

♦What were the confession and covenant on which the church 
were gathered ? It was sufficient to satisfy the church, if the^y were 
gathered into a body agreeably to scripture. The churches, to which 
the letters missive were addressed, might have been surprised, if they 
had known the fact, that the members had never uttered any com- 
plaint or pretended any grievance to the church, which related to any 
confession or covenant on which this church was gathered. That 
their complaints of grievance related only to the very confession and 
covenant which in a recent memorial they had asserted to have been 
in 1803 " a new production^' 1 that is, according to them, a confession 
and covenant, which were produced forty years after the church was 
gathered. (See page 30.) 

What forms of confession and covenant were used, when the church 
was embodied in 1763, it may not be easy at this time certainly to 
determine. From 'the course pursued by some churches in the vicini- 
ty and from other circumstances, it is very probable that the 
same form, with a few verbal variations to accommodate it to the 
purpose, was used during the ministry of the first pastor in the admis* 
sion of members. 

As it may be gratifying to many in this place to see this form of cov- 
enant first used in admitting members into this church, and which in* 
eluded all the confession of faith then made on such occasions, it is 
here inserted. 

COVENANT. 

u Vou now solemnly and publicly give up yourself to God in an 
everlasting covenant — avouching the Lord Jehovah to be your God — 
acknowledging God the Father to be your Creator—- the Lord Jesus 
Christ to be your Saviour, and the Holy Spirit to be your Sanctifier. 

You promise to take the Holy Word of God for the man of your 
Council, declaring that you - fa. your Hopes and Expectations on the 
promises — and that, through divine grace enabling you, you will live 
according to the instruction therein exhibited, obeying all the Pre* 
cepts and complying with all the Ordinances therein enjoined. Tou 
enter particularly into Covenant with this Church, engaging to hold 
communion with it in all the ordinances of the Gospel, especially 
Baptism and the Lord's Supper — and promise to submit to its discipline, 
wherein it observes the laws of Christianity given by Christ and his 
Apostles— and that, as far as God shall enable you, you will live in 
the constant Practice of all Christian Duties secret, private, public 
and social— that you will love God, honor the* King, and do good to 
all men, especially to the household of Faith* Amen." 

Even to this concise and simple form an invariable assent was not 
required, as an incident which occurred at a time of deep interest in 
our national history may shew. A member now living, who was ad- 
mitted in the early part of the revolutionary war, (1775) though wil- 
ling to respect and obey all rightful civil government, scrupled to 
assent to the words " honor the king," because under the circum- 
stances of the times he apprehended, that he might be supposed to 
intend a sovereign, to whom he could not assent, that obedience and 
honor were due from this people. His scruples were respected, and 
a deviation from the form readily allowed by the pastor. 
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.. Present- rckurch in Mason, Rev, E. Hill, Pastor — 
church in Holler, Rev. E. Smith, Pastor, Dea. E. Surge, 
Deleg^ttfi— cburcb Id Pelham, Rev. J. H. Church, Pastor, 
Br. N. Hutchinson, Delegate — 6. church in Andover, 
Mass. Rev. Justin Edwards, Pastor — church in New- 
Ipswich, ■ , Dea. J. Adams, Delegate. 

The council was organized by choosing Rev. E. Hill 
Moderator, and Rev. J. H. Church, Scribe. 

The thjrone of grace was addressed by the Moderator. 

A letter from the. church to the committee of the ag- 
grieved was read, by which it appears that it is deemed 
by the church " unnecessary to make any further com- 
munication." 

The aggrieved members of the church were then heard 
by the council. 

. The council then prepared and unanimously adopted 
the following result. 

From the facts and documents exhibited to the council, 
it appears that the votes of the church, which the minor- 
ity first considered to be matter of grievance, were passed 
on the 25th of April, 1822, and are as follows : 

" Voted, that the usage of the church granting varia- 
tions from the confession of faith as accepted by the 
church, be continued, 

. " Voted, that when any persons wish for admission to 
this church, and choose to make their declaration of 
faith with variations from the customary form, they shall, 
before they are propounded, leave in writing such varia- 
tions with the pastor of the church, or if there be no 
pastor, with the deacons, for the inspection of members, 
and the said variations shall be read to the church at 
some church meeting previous to their admission." 

In a memorial to tne church, signed by nineteen mem- 
bers, and bearing date June 18, 1822, these votes and 
the usage of the church in granting variations from the 
confession of faith adopted by the church, in the admis- 
sion of members, were presented to their consideration 
as a cause of dissatisfaction to the undersigned, with a 
request that the above votes might be revoked, or tt that 
this subject of grievance should be referred to the arbi- 
tration of an ecclesiastical council to be chosen mutually 
by the church and the aggrieved members, on terms 
that may hereafter be adjusted between them." In conse- 
quence of this memorial, the church, on the 22d of August 

8 
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following, revoked the abovesaid votes ; but, at the same 
time, resolved and determined that a vote passed by the 
church, Jan. 19, 1779, still remains the rule of thia 
church ; which vote is in the following words : " That 
every candidate previous to his admission give his consent 
to a confession of faitb, or exhibit one of his own, or a 
relation satisfactory to the church." As the minority 
conceived that the above vote had been virtually rescind- 
ed and annulled by the confession of faith and covenant 
adopted by the church June 22, 1 803, they were dissat- 
isfied with its being in this manner revived and put in 
force ; and consequently in a second memorial to the 
church, they renewed their proposition for a mutual coun- 
cil ; and afterwards proposed to a committee of the 
church " that the whole of the communications of the 
aggrieved made in writing to the church, and the trans- 
actions of the church thereon, communicated by the 
church to the aggrieved members, be submitted to the 
arbitration of a mutual council according to their request 
in said communications to the church ; " and received for 
answer that " the committee of the church express no 
reluctance to a mutual council, and to the alleged subject 
of grievance being referred to such council, but they do 
not think that referring it in the manner proposed would 
effect any valuable purpose, unless definite articles speck 
fying the subject of their grievance were exhibited." - 
The aggrieved then in church meeting, January 9, 1823, 
renewed their request to the church for a mutual council 
on the same conditions as to their committee ; and the 
church voted not to comply with the request. After the 
aggrieved had made so explicit statements of the cause 
of their grievance to the church, with repeated proposi- 
tions and requests for a mutual council, and had been so 

positively* refused, they concluded that further attempts 

i _ ... ~ _ — — ^— — 

* What were these repeated requests for a mutual council, which 
had been so positively refused ? The request in the first memorial 
was ene of two things, either that certain votes should be revoked— 
or a reference be made to a council. The votes were revoked. 
This was no refusal of their request, but fully granting it. If they 
did not request enough to satisfy them, it was no fault of the church. 
They were still dissatisfied, and In their second memorial requested 
a council. The church immediately appointed a committee to con* 
fer with them and arrange the preliminaries for a council. Was this 
a refusal ? Certainly not. What was then on their behalf proposed 
to be referred ? If it be true, as the council assert, that they " had 
made explicit statements of the cause of their grievance to the 
church," that was of no consequence, for it was not simply the griev- 
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for a mutual council would be altogether fruitless, and 
that they were authorized to call a council to give them 
their christian advice. This course the council consider 
the minority as justified in taking, both as agreeable to 
established precedents in the New-England churches, and 
as calculated to afford them the best counsel which they 
probably could obtain under existing circumstances. 

In complying with the request of the brethren who have 
called the council, it seems necessary first to exhibit a 
statement of facts in relation to the original platform and 
established order* of this church. 

It is either well understood, or may be clearly shewn 
by historical evidence and existing standards of doctrine, 
that the congregational churches of New England former- 
ly were substantially! of one faith. The fathers of New- 
England were exceedingly careful that the churches 
should be established on tne foundation of the apostles 
and prophets, Jesus Christ himself being the chief corner 
stone. One proof of this fact appears from the confession 
of faith which was owned and consented toby the elders 
and messengers of the churches, assembled at Boston, 
May 1 2, 1 680. The confession of faith " then voted and 

ance, but writing! containing much other matter and expressions of 
doubtful import, which they finally demanded to be submitted to ar- 
bitration, without designating for what purpose. They would hare 
no mutual council unless in that unnecessary and exceptionable mode, 
which was equivalent to a refusal on their put of such council ; 
whereas all the refusal of the church, if a refusal it could be called, 
was directed to the inadmissible mode. It must have severely tasked 
the wonderful sagacity of this council to find, and we think none oth- 
er would have found, that any refusal really made by the church jus- 
tified, according to approved and established precedents, the calling 
in an ex-parte council, or gave its decisions any authority ; yet (such 
as it was) it amply satisfied this council looking only on one side,- and 
gave them an opportunity to bestow that " best council" which they 
so complacently mentioned. 

•Until instructed from higher authority than this council, the church 
must be excused, if they consider " the original platform and estab- 
lished order" ' c and existing standard of doctrine" of this church to be 
the bible only. 

t What the council mean by being substantially of one faith is to 
us uncertain. If they mean by it that all the members of those 
churches coincided in every religious opinion, which was then held 
smperfanl, the fact would be most strange and unaccountable, that a 
synod from congregational churches, assembled A. D. 1637 at New- 
town, (since named Cambridge,) during a short session of three weeks, 
condemned no less than eighty-two different opinions which had been 
disseminated in New England, and were then sufficiently prevalent to 
attract their notice. 
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prajted^as the faith of NewvEnglandT was the confession 
of faith adopted by the assembly! of divines at Westmin- 
ster. A summary of this confession is Contained kr the 
assembly's shorter catechism. This was the faith of the 
churches inj New-Hampshire. And although the early 
records || of the church in this place, which were kept by 
the first pastor, were not, after his removal, in their pos- 
session, yet no evidence has been exhibited, nor any 

intirbations given, to the knowledge of this council, but 

■*- ■ i ■ • ■■ 

*The council of Trent, A. D. 1563, assumed to decide and publish 
what was to be received as the religions faith of Christendom. The 
dhurch in Wilton neither denied nor controverted, neither exhibited 
evidence or intimated, bot that their church was founded on the doc-' 
trine 8 consented to and decreed by the Council of Trent, or by the West- 
minster Assembly, or by the Boston Synod, for nothing occurred which 
required them to asseut or dissent, or take the least concern abotrf 
either of them. They in fact did nothing to recognize cither of the 
confessions so decreed. However much or little error those formu- 
laries might contain, the church were content to remain profoundly 
ignorant of them all, while they were permitted to retain the htftf 
scriptures as the only standard of their faith. 

t We have a right to look for more accuracy in their statements 
from men, who attribute so much authority to the recommendation of 
the Boston synod, and who are so ready to censure the church for per- 
mitting any deviation from a confession in ate. It is not entirety true* 
that the synod owned and consented to the Westminister confession. 
*£hef rejected from it matter of so much importance, that in the view 1 
of a presbyterian it might be esteemed eaenHaMy defective. 

% What it here offered for evidence as much proves, that the West- 
motisUr confession was the faith of the churches in Rhode Island, as 
of those in New-Hampshire. The synod or council of 1680 were con- 
vened by order of the civil government of Massachusetts. They 
might declare their own belief, for that was best known to themselves— 
they might be able to judge with tolerable correctness, what religious 
belief was generally entertained in the particular churches which 
they represented ; beyond these, they might be too little informed* 
and sorely possessed no authority to determine the faith of any church 
the* exifting. How much less could they determine without the 
gift of prophecy the faith in particular religious doctrines of a church 
which did not exist until eighty-three years afterwards. The council, in 
attributing so much authority to the Boston synod, appear to go upon 
ground far more consonant to popish, than protestant principles', that 
faith in doctrines is not merely the act of individual minds, but someM 
thing that might be permanently regulated and fixed by the decrees' 
df councils. 

U Free access to the records kept by the first pastor might have been 
had by the dissatisfied members for the use of the council, if their/ 
purpose would have been equally promoted, and they had preferred 
to argue from facts rather than from ignoitfnee of them. 
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that thnvchurrjh was first gathered and embodied* on the 
sftme foundation. It is therefore considered! as a fact 
which has not bee* denied or even controverted, that this 
church wag established on the great doctrines of grace 
as contained in the above dorifession of fakh. 

Thfe faith of the New-England churches { has been 
since repeatedly recognized as substantially)) the faith^ of 
this churchy as manifestly appears from the following 
facts. 

On the day of thfc 6rdination of Rev. Abel Fisk, Nov.. 
18, 1778, twenty-seven male members of the church, in- 
cluding the pastor elect, renewed their covenant, as the 
church had then no records to show how thdy.were first 
embodied, by subscribing a covenant, prepared for that 
purpose. As the church then expressed (heir faith sum-* 
nlarily it did not materially deviate from the Well knewfa 
and long established faith of the New-England churches. 

This covenant is as follows : 

■ iii i ■ i i ■ i . i i ii i n ■ I. i .I i i i iii 

* If it had not proceeded from bo grave a body as this council, it 
would be difficult to believe ft said in earnest, that this church wa» 
gathered on the foundation of the Westminster confession* when it kt 
considered' that this church never assented to it, or passed any Set 
relating to it — that probably not one in twenty of its members had ever- 
seen that confession or known its contents — and that, moreover, if a 
candidate' for admission had used that confession as a declaration o# 
bis faith, being a deviation from the confession of 1803, it most, to 
preserve consistency, have been regarded by the dissatisfied members 
as a weighty grievance. 

t There is repeatedly Use J in the result a wonderfully convenient 
instrument of logic. If any thing is to be proved, it only need bo. 
said, that it " does not appear from any evidence 11 or that " no inti- 
mations" have been given them "but that" such is the -fact* and then 
conclude it to be a fact, 'fhts on many occasions would be a vastly 
convenient way of proving any thing^ desired, for the more ignorant a 
person may be of all evidence relating to it, the better qualified he 
would be in this mode of reasoning to prove it. 

% If every individual in all the NewfRnghiiid churches had believed 
every fropeeitiov In the tttfrty^thre* chapters Of the Westminster confes- 
sion, what has that to do with any grievance complained of? Truly" 
nothing* The complaint was against allowing confessions, which de* 
viated Jrotn that Of 180$. The Westminster confession deviated froth 
that, and consequently was obnoxious to the same complaint and 
should be considered a grievance^ if used. After all, the course pur- 
sued in the admission of its members did not in the least prevent the 
church from judging of the mffititnoy o( the candidate's faith, either 
by scripture, or by the Westminster confession, if that were thought a 
surer standard. 

y the comttil ate shvalarly bold in saying that " this faiik^ that 
if, the Westminster OMnestioii, has been repeatedly recognised as sub- 
stawttatty the faith of this ohurcb, When in feet the church never 
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We, whose* names are hereunto subscribed, members 
of the church of Christ in Wilton, regularly embodied 
under the direction of an ecclesiastical council, the four- 
teenth day of December, in the year of our Lord 1763, 
apprehending ourselves called of God, do, in a solemn 
manner, renew our covenant with him and one another, 
in the subsequent form, viz ; — 

In a humble-sense of our unworthiness, and depend- 
ence on the free grace of God in Jesus Christ, do renew- 
edlv give up ourselves to the Lord Jehovah, Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghost, in an everlasting covenant, not to be 
forgotten. And, with ourselves, our seed after us, in 
their several generations. 

And, in like manner, we give up ourselves to the Lord 
Jesus, the Mediator of the new covenant, and great head 
of the church, acknowledging him as the Prophet, Priest, 
and King of our salvation, relying upon him alone for 
acceptance with God. 

We also yield up ourselves to God the Holy Ghost as 
our Guide, Sanctiner and Comforter, trusting to him to 
lead us in the way of truth and holiness. 

In a firm belief of the great doctrines of our holy re- 
ligion contained in the sacred writings, we heartily em- 
"brace them as the only rule of our faith and practice. 

And it is our sincere purpose and resolution, by divine as- 
sistance, to discharge tne duties of christian love and broth- 
erly watchfulness towards each other,— to train up our chil- 

passed any act relating to that confession. The council are, however, 
pleased to suppose that the covenant made by tome members of the 
church in 1778 and the revised confession of 1803 each of them "recog* 
nise substantially" the Westminster confession. We might be curious 
to inquire, what this learned council considered the substance of the 
Westminster confession. It had been before regarded as a calvinistic 
formulary of faith ; but persons might give their sincere and cordial 
assent to every expression exhibiting faith which is found in the cov- 
enant of 1778, without believing any one of the distinguishing doc- 
trine* of Calvinism. It would therefore seem necessary to infer, that, 
whatever the substance may be, this council did not consider the dw- 
tinguishing doctrines of eahinism as belonging to the substance of 
the Westminster confession. 

• This neither was nor purported to be any act of the church, but only 
of the twenty-seven individuals, who call themselves members of the 
church by way of description. All the female and many of the male 
members were not included in this number, which comprehended only 
one fourth of the members of the church. The introduction of the 
Westminster confession and the covenant of these twenty-seven indi- 
viduals, as having so much, or even any pertinence or weight in the 
case, shews the distressing want the council were in both ot facts and 
arguments, that might give any plausible support to their decisions. 
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dren in the nurture and admonition of the Lord, command- 
ing them and our households, that they may keep the way 
of the Lord, — to unite in maintaining the public worship of 
God among us ; and diligently attend upon the institutions 
"and ordinances of the gospel — to submit to all regular and 
scriptural discipline in the church, and contribute all ia 
our power to the good order and peaceableness of these 
administrations. 

We promise to walk in wisdom towards them that are 
without for the purpose of advancing the kingdom of 
Christ — to seek the peace and prosperity of Zion ; and 
endeavor as much as in us lies to live peaceably with all 
men. 

In a word, we resolve, in the strength of God, to go on 
and persevere in the way of well doing, praying that we 
may be stedfast in his covenant, and adorn his religion 
in all things. Amen. 

(Signed.) 
Wilton, November 18th, 1778. 

■ 

The confession of faith, which was used by Mr. Fisk 
in admitting members to the church, does not appear, 
from any evidence before the council, to have been es- 
sentially different from the faith of the first churches of. 
New England. And, although the council learn from a 
report of a committee of the church that variations from 
that form were allowed during Mr. Fisk's ministry, yet 
the council have no evidence before them, that any va- 
riations were made, which were subversive, or were sup* 
poded by any members of the church at the time to be 
subversive of the great doctrines contained in that form, 
and in the covenant subscribed by the twenty-seven male 
members of the church, in 1 778, or even inconsistent 
with them. 

" After the death of Mr. Fisk, and the ordination of 
the present pastor," the church appointed a committee to 
revise the confession and covenant, " apparently in the 
hand writing of Mr. Fisk, 9 ' but " illegible, in some parts, 
from the worn state of the paper," and "June 22, 1823, 
the church voted to accept the confession of faith and 
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covenant as revised and presented by the cowniitae.'' 
litis confession* and covenant are as follows : 

1 ' ■ ' ■' ■ ■» ■■■* i mi 1 "M " hi ii i, ii m , , inn i whm' 

* TJiis form was produced by merely a revision of the form often 
Used daring Mr. risk's ministry. The deference naturally given to 
religions forms, that hare been in use, may candidly be supposed 
te have had much influence upon the minds of the revising com- 
mittee, and also upon the mind of Mr. fisk ; for it w very proba- 
ble that he received this form from another source. However that 
might have been, we may here remark, and we do it without intending 
the leaat disret poet either towards Mr. Fisk or the revising committee, 
that U does npt appear to have been expressed with all that care, 
which is desirable in such forms. This, and its discordance with the 
favorite Westminster confession, may be apparent by noticing a few 
o/ its expressions. 

1. The phrase, u God in three person*," may be noticed. Any who 
have at all attended to the diverse doctrines, which have been receiv- 
ed and called by the tame name, trinity, will readily perceive, that 
these words fairly and property express a doctrine, received with va- 
rious mediftpajtions by many, thai Pod, one single mind, one intelligent 
agent, has revealed himself as acting in three different modes, offices, 
or characters, which, according to the Latin sense of the word, they 
call persons, and designate by the names of Father, Son, and Holy 
Ghost. . This probably was the opinion of a majority of the revising 
committee ; but the trinity thus understood, and sometimes called 6a- 
bellian, has had the fortune, both in ancient and modern times, to be 
often ^condemned as pernicious error; and now the professors in the 
highly respectable theological institution at Andever are by fits statutes 
qhttgad eolexuody to promise, every Ave years, to oppose it as error and 
llftEesy. )t it a very different doctrine from the trinity which tbe 
Westminster divines express thus-—" in the unity of the Godhead there 
be three persons J" which is claimed to be the orthodox doctrine of the 
trinity* Tbe plain import ef the declaration of these divines is, that 
tfeej* are tpiree distort IntcUjgent agents in jthe Godhead. One of 
those so different doctrines it is obvious cannot he true ; and the re- 
ception of that which is false, though it be designated by the same 
name, can never qualify a person for any thing, for which the recep- 
tion joi that which is tree is necessary . According *p the Westminster 
•confession, (Chap. xxij. $ 4.) " an oath is to bo taken in the plain 
sind common sense of the words without equivocation or mental reserv- 
ation. 11 This is a sound moral maxim, and equally applicable to 
•eenicssions of faith. A person, who believes the doctrine express- 
ed by the Westminster diviner, jbut does not believe it as the plain 
import of the words in the confession of 1803 expresses it, as well as 
the person, who does not believe it .in any intelligible sense, ought not 
in good conscience to assent to thte part of the confession. 

2. The proposition, " jhn scriptures of the old and new Testament 
are the ward of God," though true in a sense sometimes affixed to the 
phrase word of God, yet a person who takes the phrase in the plain 
ootnmon sense of the words to be the same as the declarations or *«•/• 
*ng* ef God, and had observe/! in the scriptures what purported to be' 
t|ie declarations of other beings, and which were disapproved by the 
inspired prophets of God, might with propriety have conscientious 
scruples in giving his assent. - All persons received into the church, 
who have thus scrupled to give their assent, have in the covenant 
expressed their belief in the holy scriptures, and promised to take 
them as the rule of their faith and practice. The expression in the 
Assembly's shorter catechism, " the word of God which is contained 
in the scriptures," ike. is unexceptionable. 
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tt You believe in one only living and true God, in three 
persons, the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost. You 
believe the scriptures of the old and new Testament to 
be the word of God. You believe that the laws contain- 
ed in the scriptures are holy, just and good. You believe 
that all mankind have broken these laws and thereby 
become guilty before God. You believe that God so lov- 
ed the world, that he sent his dearly beloved Son to re- 
deem and save it. You believe that Jesus Christ is the 
Son of God; that he fulfilled the law which man had 
broken ; that he satisfied divine justice, and brought in 
an everlasting righteousness for all who believe in him 
and obey his word. You believe also that it is not by 
works of righteousness, which we have done ; but accor- 
ding to the mercy of God, that we are saved, by the 
washing of regeneration and renewing of the Holy Ghost, 
which is shed on us abundantly through Jesus Christ our 
Saviour ; that, being justified by his grace, we should be 
made heirs according to the hope of eternal life. And 
finally, you believe in the resurrection of the dead, both 
of the just and unjust ; and in a future judgment, when 

3. We instance in the wordi u all mankind have broken these /aiar," 
in which the omission of the word " all" has been a subject of deep 
complaint. What is the plain common sense of the words " have 
broken these laws 19 ? They do not describe the doctrine of original 
sin or entire native depravity, a doctrine which is no where expressed 
in the whole of the confession ; bat they only describe actual trans* 
greuiont. Who are included in the plain common sense of the words 
44 all mankind?*? Sarely all infants are of mankind ; so also is Jesui 
Christ, for he caUs himself a man, and to this trinitarians and the 
Westminster confession agree, which declares him to be " very man.'? 
(Chap. viii. I 2.) How then can any who believe, that infants, be- 
fore they have any knowledge of right or wrong, cannot commit ac- 
tual transgression, or any who believe as both scripture and the West- 
minster confession declare, that Jesus Christ was without sin, assent 
understanding^ and with good conscience to the proposition u that 
all mankind have broken these laws, 9 * which are holy just and good"? 

We are far from imputing insincerity to any in giving their assent 
to this proposition. We think it has rather happened from inadver- 
tence in not attending sufficiently to the plain sense of the words and 
what is comprehended in them. There is a strong tendency to this in 
using forms, which have been in long standing, which have been 
heard often repeated, and to which much deference is usually given. 
Hence an objection may reasonably arise to establishing in a church 
a fixed formulary of declaring faith. Where any more than a gener- 
al declaration is required, if a candidate upon his oun responsibility, 
composes or selects a form to exhibit his belief, it will usually be done 
with more attention to the matter, a better understanding of it, and 
more fairly exhibit his real belief, than when he assents to a prescri- 
bed form in common use. 

9 
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the Lord shall be revealed from heaven, with his mighty 
angels, in flaming fire, taking vengeance 6n them that 
know not God, and that obey not the gospel of our Lord 
Jesus Christ, who shall be punished with an everlasting 
destruction from the presence of the Lord and the glory 
of his power; and when he shall come to be glorified vx 
his saints, and to be admired in all them that believe.* 

■■MBB^ >^ MM^A~^>- *MdUMMhdMMU««M*todM*rt>a^irtMk^*M 

• Witboat expressing any opinion concerning the unerring troth 
aad immaculate perfection of the Westminster confession, a few ex- 
tracts are given from it to facilitate some comparison between it and 
the above formulary. 

'" Although God knows whatsoever may or can come to pass upooa 
ail supposed conditions ; yet he hath not decreed any thing because 
he foresaw it as future > or as that which would come to pass upon such 
conditions. 

44 By the decree of God, for the manifestation of his glory, some 
men and angels are predestinated unto everlasting life, and others 
preordained to everlasting death. 

" These angels and men thus predestinated and foreordained, are 
particularly and unchangeably designed; aad their number is so 
certain and definite, that k cannot be either increased or diminished." 
(Westminster Confession, Chap. iii. Sec. 2, 3, and 4.) 

" The almighty power, unsearchable wisdom, and infinite goodness 
Of God, so far manifest themselves in his providence, that it estendetls 
itself even to the first fall, and all other sins of angels and men, and 
that not by bare permission." (Chap. v. Sec. 4.) 

" By. this sin" (the eating the forbidden fruit) " they fell from their 
original ri£hf eodstte**, add communion with God, and so became dead 
in shi and wholly defiled m all the faculties and parts of soul and 
body. 

" They being the root of all mankind, the guilt of this sin was im- 
puted, and the same death in sin and corrupted nature conveyed to all 
their posterity descending from them by ordinary generation. 

" From thl* original corruption, whereby we are utterly indisposed, 
disabled, and made opposite to all good, and wholly raelined to all 
evil, do proceed all actual tsansgressions." (Chap. vl. Sec. 2, &, 
and 4.) 

" All those whom God hath predestinated unto lire, and those only, 
lie is pleased in his appointed and accepted time effectually /* cofi, by 
Bis Word and spirit. 91 

. M This effectual call is of God's free and special grace alone, not 
from any thing at all foreseen in man, who is altogether passive there- 
in.*' 

" Meet infants, by dying in infancy, are regenerated and saved by 
Christ through the Spirit, Who Worketh when, and where, and how be 
pleaseth. So also are all other persons, Who are uncapable of being 
outwardly called by the ministry of the Word. 

44 Others not elected, though they may be called by the ministry of 
the word, and titay have some common operation of the spirit ; yet 
they hefer truly come to Christ and therefore cannot be saved, much 
less, can men, not professing the christian religion, be saved in any 
other way Whatsoever, be they never so diligent to frame their lives 
according to the light of nature, and the law of that religion they do 
profess ; and to assert and maintain, that they may, is very pernicious 
and to be detested." (Chap. x. Sec. 2, 3, and 4.) * 
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COVENANT* 

u Wherefore, in a lively exercise of this belief, with un- 
feigned repentance for your sins, and with a humble sense ' 
of your unwertbiness and dependance on the free grace 
of God in Jesus Christ, you do now give up yourself 
(selves) to Ood in an everlasting covenant never to be 
forgotten ; and in doing this, you do take the Lord Je- 
hovah to be your God and portion, Jesus Christ to be 
your Redeemer and Saviour, and the Holy Spirit to be 
your divine Sanctifier and Comforter, looking to him to 
guide you in the way of truth and holiness. And in tes- 
timony of your sincerity, and in a firm belief of .the Ho- 
ly Scriptures, you promise to receive them as the rule of 
your faith and practice* And having thus given up your- 
self (selves) to -God, you do new give and join yourself 
(selves) to this particular church of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, and depending on divine grace, you promise to 
tee your utmost care to depart from all iniquity, and to 
attend diligently to the institutions and ordinances of the 
Gospel, as God, in his providence, shall give you oppor- 
tunity. You promise to submit to all regular and scrip* 
tural discipline in the church; and, in a^rord, yeu prom- 
ise, in the strength of God, to persevere in the war of 
well doing, praying that you may be stedfaat in his holy 
covenant, and toon his religion in all things. 

u Do you (each of you) thus beiieve, thus consent, OT<! 
thus covenant?" 

This confession and covenant, it will be readily 
seen, are perfectly consonant with the faith of the 
church as previously and publicly expressed; and al- 
though it is said, by a committee of the church, that 
many candidates for admission still used the liberty 

u The chril magistrate may not assume to himself the administration 
of the word and sacraments, or the power of the keys of the kingdom 
of heaven ; yet he haih authority, and it is hif duty, to take order, 
that unity and peaoe be preserved in the church, that the truth o/ 
God he kept pure and entire, that all blasphemies and heresies be sup- 
pressed, all corruptions and abuses in worship and discipline prevented 
or reformed, and aU the ordinances of God duly settled! administered, 
and observed ; for the better effecting whereof, he hath power to can 
synods, to be present at them, and provide, that whatsoever Is 
transacted in them be according to the mind of God." (Chap, xxift. 
Sec a) 

Is the substance of all this, and much more contained in the West- 
minster confession, to be found in the confession of 1803, and so ab- 
solutely necessary to be received that no man can be a christian 
without ft ? 
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riven by the rule of 1779, of declaring their faith in a 
form varying from that accepted in 1803, yet no order 
Was taken by the church on the subject, till the votes of 
April 25, 1822, were passed. But previously to the 
passing of these votes, some of the minority perceived 
variations to be made, in the admission of a few mem- 
bers, which appeared to them a departure from the great 
principles of the. established confession of the church. 
Two of them were admitted in the winter of 1822, on a 
confession, which was, in their view, materially defective. 
About the same time, the aggrieved learned, with sur- 
prise, that the vote of January, 1779, of which before 
they had no knowledge, was considered by some of the 
church as still in force and authorizing these variations. 
Of other instances of variation, which the committee 
represent to have been allowed, from time to time, ever 
since 1803, they knew nothing.* These things, had 
they been known, or suspected, would have occasioned 
uneasiness before.t But, after the votes of the 25th of 
April last were passed, and, on the following sabbath, 
nine were admitted on the confession of 1 803, and three 

* That they knew nothing of the variation would be very surprising, 
and from the good authority which we have it would be no presump- 
tion to say, that it was known by some of them years before. The 
council, if they had made personal inquiries, perhaps would not have 
made the assertion they did. But to what purpose was it asserted, 
and what is the fair inference from it? .Who would have suspected 
that a practice, that had been pursued publicly for forty years, without 
being particularly noticed by these persons, should suddenly be found ' 
an offence so aggravated as to justify breaking communion and fel- 
lowship with the church? 

t How could they know, that it would have occasioned them unea- 
siness, when they profess not to know what the variations were ? Jt 
must be because that the variations simply, even if the matter of them 
were good, would make them uneasy ; and according to what they had 
' previously expressed in their memorial, any votes of the church per- 
mitting variations would be thought a grievance sufficient to prevent 
their communion with the church. 

If Jesus Christ has not said, that a person shall be excluded from 
his institutions, unless he assents to the creed of 1803, and his omitting 
to say it cannot have been for want of foresight, what authority have 
any of his followers on that account merely to exclude a person from 
Christ's institutions, as far as they are able ? If consent to the creed 
.•f 1803 be so essential to the church in Wilton, that a christian ought 
not to held fellowship with them, unless assent to it be required of ev- 
ery candidate for admission ; it is not easy to see, that the same 
christian could consistently hold fellowship with the church in Holies, 
Mason, Pelhaxn, or Andover, in none of which consent to this creed is 
required* 
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were admitted on a confession essentially* defective, the 
aggrieved felt highly dissatisfied, ancTin duty bound lo 
remonstrate against a practice, sanctioned by recent 
votes of the majority , which would, in their natural ten- 
dency, subvert t the great principles of the covenant of 
1778, and the confession and covenant of 1803. 

A tt creed varied at the request of individuals," and 
which the aggrieved considered as essentially defective, 
is contained in the following certified copy. 

" You believe in one only living and true God, who 
created, sustains, and governs the universe. You believe 
that the scriptures of the old and new testament contain 
a revelation from God. You believe that the laws con- 
tained in the scriptures are holy, just, and good. You 
believe that mankind have broken these laws, and there* 
by become guilty before God. You believe that God so 
loved the world, that he gave his dearly beloved Son to 
redeem and save it. You believe that Jesus is the Christ, 
■ the Son of God ; that he fulfilled the law which man had 
broken, and through him remission of sins and salvation 
are given to all who believe in him and obey his word* 

You believe also that it is not by works of righteousness, 

— ---■ — 

* If the reprobated confession be judged eumtiatty deftctwe, as a 
declaration of faith in Christ and hii religion, when made by a person 
with a view to be received as a member of the christian community, 
the same judgment mast be pasted on the confession which the Ethi- 
opian made for a like purpose, and which was received as sufficient by 
an inspired evangelist ; for the reprobated confession contains every 
proposition, which is expressed in the Ethiopian's. On the same 
ground also it must be inferred, that a confession of the faith, which St* 
John wrote his gospel to promote, is an essentially defective confcs- 
nonJ He says of his gospel, " these things are written, that ye 
might believe that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of God." A belief of all 
this is expressly declared in the confession reprobated by the council 
as essentially defective. 

t Whatever might be the high feelings of dissatisfaction of the ag-' 
grieved, we will not do them the injustice to suppose that if left -to 
themselves, they would have expressed it so absurdly as is here set 
down for them by the council. Who ever before thought that a defi- 
cient summary of doctrines would tubvtrt the doctrines, which were 
omitted to be mentioned. By that principle of judging, the covenant 
of 1778 would subvert the confession of 1803, and both of them sob- 
vert the Westminster confession, on which,' it seems by their result, 
the council have had the sagacity to discover, that this church is 
founded ; for they are both so far deficient, as to omit the most distin- 
guishing, and even the greater part of the doctrines expressed in the 
Westminster confession. When a person who is not a member of 
the church, but' only a candidate for admission, makes a simple 
declaration of his religious belief, if it happen to be ever so defective 
and even erroneous, are we bound to suppose, that by its being barely 
heard it would pervert and corrupt the faith of the whole church ? 
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which we have done, but according to the feercy #f God, 
that we are saved by the washing of regeneration and 
renewing of the Holy Ghost which is shed oa us abund- 
antly through Jesus Christ our Saviour, that being justi- 
fied by his grace, we should be made heirs according it 
the hope of eternal life. And finally you believe in the 
resurrection of the dead, both of the just and unjust, and 
in a future judgment when the Lord Jesus shall be 
revealed from heaven with his mighty angels in flam- 
ing fire, taking vengeance on them that know not God 
and that obey not the Gospel of our Lord Jesus Christ, 
who shall be punished with an everlasting destruction 
from the presence of the Lord and the glory of bis pow- 
er, and when he shall come to be glorified m his saints 
and to be admired in all them that believe." 

The question sew is, have not the minority just cause 
of grievance? 

. They have nailed themselves with this church in fall, 
and, as they hope, cordial and sincere belief of the great 
doctrines of God's word, as solemnly recognised a&4 
avowed by the renewal of covenant in 1 778, and as defi- 
nitely expressed in the confession of fakh adopted by 
the churcn in 1 80S. These doctrines have been exceed- 
ingly dear to their hearts, as the sure and everlasting 
foundation of the church of the living God, and as the 
ground of hope for time and for eternity, both to them- 
selves and their posterity. Now can they see the intro- 
duction of a creed, and the way laid open for the intro- 
duction of an indefinite variety of creeds, subversive* of 
the gospel of Christ, and not be aggrieved ? On this 
point the council can have but one opinion. It jjs their 
deliberate and unanimous judgment, that the minority 
have had abundant cause to be alarmed, and to enter 
their decided protest against the votes and practice of 
which they complain. And, in doing this, they stand on 
the firm ground of the covenant of 1778 and the confes- 
sion which in 1803 "was formally adopted as the faith of 
this church. For it cannot, in the view of this council, 
be argued with any truth or propriety, that the church in* 
tended, by their vote of 1779, to open a door, even in 
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* The council have verynagnifioaat kkaiof tiaa efficacy of craeda, 
Whom they attribute to a tefoetiae oae the wonderful powtr of fceiaf 
fdbvenive of tbe gospel of Christ, It woakUeem, tfcat the gojpei m 
tboJTT«Hrir<aa ^aTeverylittieftiJbiWgr, if ttattQra* *MUy*» **V 
Tatted. 
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the days of Mr. Fisk, for variations subversive of those 
fandaorcntal truths, the belief of which they had, in their 
covenant, poblicly professed a few weeks before* Not 
Can it be supposed, that they in the least apprehended, 
that suchjMise would ever be made of their vote, as that 
with which the aggrieved are now dissatisfied. And in 
the view of this council, it is peculiarly a subject of 
grievance, that such a use should be made of it now, air 
ttye aggrieved believe, that it was annulled by the con- 
fession of 1803. And the adoption and use of any votes, 
which might, in its natural tendency, lead to the admkv 
sion of members to the church who embrace and advo- 
cate sentiments subversive of the great doctrines of the 
above confession, would be justly a matter of grievance 
to those who believe them to be essential doctrines of 
the gospel. And the present minority, white they strictly 
adhere to these doctrines, and are faithful to their Lord 
and Saviour Jesus Christ, must necessarily be aggrieved 
with every essential deviation from the fundamental prin- 
ciples of this confession. And a sincere regard to the 
dory of the Divine Redeemer, and the advancement of 
his cause, as well as an earnest solicitude for their own 
edification, and the salvation of souls, must lead them, 
with meekness and decision, to bear testimony against 
every such deviation. 

The council are therefore led to say, 
1 • That it is their unanimous opinion, that all the mem- 
bers of this church who hold to the confession of 1B09, 
and feel aggrieved with essential deviations from it, not 
oiily have a right, but are under solemn obligations to 
obtain for themselves and for their families the enjoy* 
ment of the preaching* and ordinances of the gospel, in 
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* If the preaching were thought to be bad and a grievance, why 
was it not honestly told, and proper steps taken to relieve the church 
from the supposed evil f No complaint has ever been made to the 
chorea, that the preaching or ordinances here have been in discord- 
ance with that confession, or in any way repugnant to the views and 
feelings of these members. Why then this decision of the council ? 
They manifest a very heedless anxiety on a subject! of Which, as to 
any tiling that appears, they knew nothing, 'and on which they were 
not called to decide. 

The admonition of the council about preaching, for aught we know, 
might have been made to give greater efficacy to a certain league, 
whether " holy" or the reverse* It is quite aside from our purpose 
to discus* the merits of the decree passed by four clergymen, compos- 
ing the Holies Association, not to exchange pulpits with any clergyman 
who had assisted in ordaining a unitarian ; and which, with such re- 
markable consistency, they execute towards the pastor of the church 
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accordance with that confession. But, if they cannot ob- 
tain these privileges while they remain connected with 
those who have occasioned their present difficulties ; then 

2. It is the opinion of the council, that they are bound 
to seek the enjoyment of these privileges in some other 
way. 

But if it be needful for the aggrieved to be disconnec- 
ted from them, then it is the opinion of the council, 

3. That it is more expedient for the aggrieved, to re- 
main, in a body, with such others as may join them, and 
enjoy, among themselves, as they may be able, the preach- 
ing and ordinances of the gospel, than to seek admission 
to sister* churches. Here the Lord hath cast their lot; 
here he hath, in times past, blest to them his word and 

in Wilton, and violate in exchanging with the pastor of the church in 
Milford. Neither is it incumbent on us to animadvert on the course 
pursued by some neighboring clergymen, contrasted with the right 
hand of fellowship presented to the pastor elf this church at his ordina- 
tion. Designs are often as plainly indicated by actions as by words. 
We would simply remark, that when clergymen break off ministerial 
intercourse with one of their brethren, and intrude upon his parochial 
limits and duties, as we have witnessed, it has been often found to 
portend an intended revolution and disorganization in the place. If 
we were disposed to wonder, it would not be that some commotion 
has. been made among us, but rather that from so great and continued 
efforts no greater effects have been produced. The council, perhaps, 
aware that no terror or alarm, and very little uneasiness had been 
caused by our privation of the ministration of certain clergymen, 
might obtrude this admonition concerning preaching to give a more 
effective impulse to this part of the machinery directed against our 
religious society. 

* When the scanty supply of preaching, which these members could 
reasonably expect to obtain, even if they had foreseen the assistance, 
they have since received from the missionary society, and from the 
benevolence of the clergymen, who for their aid have occasionally 
left their own people destitute, is considered— and also that the most 
unfavorably situated of them might in respect to distance be as well 
accommodated with acceptable preaching in neighboring societies as 
many parishioners of, at least, one of the council are at their stated place 
of publicworihip— if better edification of these persons by more accep- 
table preaching and worship, had been the chief object, the question of 
expedience evidently should have been differently decided, and a meas- 
ure not have been recommended which must certainly add one, and pos- 
sibly two, to the already numerous class of feeble churches, for whose 
aid so unceasing appeals are necessary to be made to a benevolent 
public. 

But we do not suppose that the expedience was estimated so much 
with reference to personal edification of these members, as on a 
a different principle, which it is easy to conjecture. 
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sacraments;* and here they are bound to make a humble 
and zealous effort to maintain his cause, and the faith 
once delivered the saints, agreeably to their Solemn cove- 
nant engagements to God and each other. With this ad- 
vice the council affectionately commend them to God and 
to the word of his grace, which is able to build them up 
and to give them an inheritance among all them that are 
sanctified. 

Voted unanimously, that the above be adopted as the 
result of this council. 

Signed by order of the council, . 

EBEN. HILL, Moderator. 
JOHN H. CHURCH, Scribe. 

The foregoing result, and a letter on behalf of the dis- 
satisfied members, were communicated to the church on 
the 9th of March. These were by a vote of the church 
" referred to a committee to report thereon at the ad- 
journed meeting on next lecture day, or sooner if requir- 
ed." A desire being expressed on the part of the dis- 
satisfied members, that the church would act, as soon as 
might be, upon their letter ; by direction of the church, 
the committee, on the 30th of March, an earlier day . 
than was first expressly designated, made their report to 
the church, which was accepted. As the letter and the 
answer of the church will be found in the subsequent 
pages, the part of the report which recommended an an- 
swer for the consideration of the church, is omitted. 
The part of the report which related to the result of the 
council, is here given. 



We further report, that in regard to the result of coun- 
cil referred to us, we do not think it necessary at this 
time, to make many remarks. As it was a party council, 
we could not expect any thing from it but the promotion 
of the views, feelings, and interests of a party. But 
even as an instrument of this sort, its statements appear 
to us to be erroneous, its reasoning to be materially de- 
ft If the Lord had cast their lot here, and in connexion and fellowship 
with this church had in times past bleat to them his word and sacra- 
ments, why might they not continue to be thus favored in the church ? 
Bat the council, with their characteristic accuracy and logical cor- 
rectness, would have the remarkable conclusion drawn from these 
premises, that they ought to separate from the church, in which they 
had so signaHy enjoyed such high blessings. 

10 
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fective, and in its general tendency altogether subver- 
sive of christian candour, peace and good fellowship in 
this place. 

1. As one instance of erroneous statement out of ma- 
ny that might be mentioned, we name the following, which 
relates to the doings of twenty-seven members of the 
church, when they renewed covenant in 1778. This re- 
newal, the council, in their result, state and repeatedly 
bring to view as if it were an act of the church, and rea- 
son upon it as such ; whereas it was not an act of the 
church, but an act only of some individuals, and conse- 
quently not binding upon the church in their associated 
capacity. If individual members of a church " appre- 
hend themselves called of God,' 1 as was the case of the 
said twenty-seven members, or if they think they can 
better promote religious improvement, they may renew 
their covenant engagements as often as they please ; but 
such renewal is not the act of an embodied society. It 
only concerns those individuals whose act it is. 

2. As proof of defective reasoning we would refer to 
one instance as a sample. The council in their result, 
undertake to prove what was before wholly unknown to 
the church, that the church in this place was first gather- 
ed and embodied under a confession of faith approved 
by certain elders and messengers assembled at Boston, 
in the year 1680, which they say is summarily compre- 
hended in the Assembly's shorter catechism, and was 
voted and printed as the faith of New England. But 
how do they prove this wonderful proposition ? They 
prove it without any evidence at all. They acknowledge 
ignorance of the early records of the church and refer 
to no tradition or verbal testimony ; u yet," they say, " no 
evidence has been exhibited, nor any intimations given, 
to the knowledge of this council, but that this church was 
first gathered and embodied on the same foundation," i. 
e., the Boston confession. They then go on to make this 
strong conclusion : — "It is therefore considered as a fact, 
which has not been denied or even controverted, that this 
church was established on the great doctrines of grace 
as contained in the above confession of faith." This is 
truly a very curious mode of reasoning — because there 
is no evidence nor intimations given, but that this church 
was first gathered and embodied on the Boston confession 
of 1680, therefore it is to be considered as a fact not to 
be denied nor controverted, that it was so gathered and 
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embodied ! If such reasoning can be admitted, evidence 
need never be sought or examined, for what is wished to 
be supported may as well be proved without as with it* 

We might point out many other instances of reasoning 
as defective as this ; but for the present this one example 
may go as a specimen of the rest. 

3. We remark, that the council in their result exhibit 
a deference for traditionary belief and for standards of 
faith of mere human compilation greatly derogatory to 
the holy scriptures. 

White we may justly lament some great departures 
from the spirit of Christianity in the fathers of New- 
England, and do not acknowledge them as masters or di- 
rectors of our faith, still we hold them in high estimation 
for their virtue, piety and christian fortitude. We would 
not indulge a doubt of their sincere intention to perform 
what the council assert of them, that they " were exceed* 
ingly careful that the churches should be established on 
the foundation of the apostles and prophets, Jesus Christ 
himself being the chief corner stone." But why, as 
proof of this fact, should the council allege, that the 
elders and messengers of the churches assembled at 
Boston May 12, 1680, owned and consented to the, West- 
minster confession of faith, which was " then voted and 
printed as the faith of New-England ?" Was this better 
proof than receiving the inspired writings of the apostles 
and prophets, the holy scriptures themselves, as the rule 
of faith and practice ? If thus voting and printing would 
make it to be the faith of New-England, the Massachu- 
setts colony had very little occasion to persecute and to 
put to death or banish so many professing christians, as 
they did, for their religious faith. Such intolerant and per- 
secuting conduct might produce some appearance of uni- 
formity of faith in Massachusetts and other colonies which 
pursued the same course ^ but the council scruple not to 
say of the faith voted at Boston in 1680, that " this was 
the faith of the churches in New-Hampshire," when at 
that very time a fourth part of the churches then exist- 
ing in New-Hampshire was founded by exiles banished 
from Massachusetts.* But what had the confession vot- 
ed at Boston, for which the council have such profound 
deference, to do with the subject before them ? Not a 
particle of evidence is referred to as proof, nor do they 

•Four churches only bad been then gathered in New- Hampshire, 
«f which that in Exeter, feonded by Rev. J. Wheelright, tu one. 
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so much as pretend, that any one congregational church 
of New-England ever required, that a candidate for ad- 
mission to the church should assent to that confession. 

4. The result of council, in our opinion, is calculated 
to subvert and destroy christian candor and encourage 
in its stead a kind of party feeling, and a disposition to 
examine subjects on one side only. This appears on 
the face of the result; for by hints,, and assertions, and 
conclusions without proof, it tends to lead some members 
of this church to think they have great cause to be ag- 
grieved, when the church never intended to give them 
any such cause. The council would lead them in this 
way to believe that a creed has already been introduced, 
and the way laid open for the introduction of an indefinite 
variety of creeds " subversive of the gospel of Christ." 
That a person who is merely a candidate for admission 
to the church, by declaring his sincere belief, even if it 
be defective or erroneous, performs thereby what is sub- 
versive of the gospel, is a supposition too futile to deserve 
comment. Now is it candid on the part of the council 
to utter or insinuate any such sentiments, without pointing 
out one single article or defect in the creed censured, or 
a single instance of conduct of the church subversive or 
even contradictory to the gospel ? We think it is not can- 
did ; so far from it, we view it to be gross slander upon 
the church. And we further view it as having a direct * 
tendency to excite uncandid and unfriendly feelings 
among those who receive it. 

The council, lastly, in an indirect way, encourage 
members to separate from this church, with which they 
have covenanted, -and remain in a body with such others 
as may join them. But if others are to join them, they 
must first be made dissatisfied with their present condi- 
tion. And will division and discord contribute to chris- 
tian peace and good fellowship ? We could enlarge on 
this head, but we forbear. We think enough has already 
been said to shew some of the most prominent features of 
this result of council, and to convince every candid and 
unprejudiced mind that its tendency is evil. 

The letter before mentioned, which was signed by 
their committee and communicated to the church in be- 
half of the dissatisfied members, is here given. 
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LETTER. 

Wilton, March 7, 1823. 

To the Pastor and Church of Christ in Wilton. 

Rev. and Beloved, 

We the undersigned, a committee of the minority of 
the church, who profess themselves to be aggrieved, and 
who have called an ecclesiastical council to give them 
their christian advice in their present unhappy case, now 
furnish you with a copy of the result of said council, and 
certify you that the minority have accepted it. In this 
way they* now express their earnest desire that they may 
in their present connexion enjoy the regular and. stated 
administrations of the gospel, in accordance with the 
principles of the confession of faith which the church in 
1803 adopted, as we have manifested our views of it. 

To this letter the church gave the following answer. 

ANSWER OF THE CHURCH. 

The Church of Christ in Wilton to , Committee, <frc. 

Brethren, 

Your letter of the 7th of March inst. and the result "of the 
council accompanying it have been communicated to us* 

It has been with deep solicitude, that we have observ- 
ed in any members of this church an appearance of a 
voluntary neglect of an ordinance, which Christ has spe- 
cially appointed to be observed, when most of those who 
have had this appearance of neglect, have expressly 
covenanted with God and this church " to attend diligent* 
ly to the institutions and ordinances of the gospel as God 
in his providence shall give them opportunity." And we 
would have you understand, brethren, that it would be 
esteemed by us great cause of religious joy, that any 
member, who has exhibited such neglect, should with 
sincerity and piety of heart return to the observance of 
the ordinances of the gospel. As the holy scriptures 
are given for our guidance, and most of those whose re- 
quest you declare in your letter, have in their covenant 
engagement with God and this church expressly promis- 
ised to receive the holy scriptures as the rule of their 
faith and practice ; candor forbids us to suppose that 
they wish for the administrations of the gospel to be 
made according to any principles not established in the 
holy scriptures. We do therefore most cheerfully and 
cordially assure you, that you and the members for whom 
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you act may enjoy with us the regular and stated adminis- 
trations of the gospel in their present connexion with this 
church, conformably to the earnest desire expressed in 
your letter. And may the God of all grace make his 
word and ordinances profitable to us all, and to the build* 
ing up of this church in the faith, peace, and purity of the 
gospel of Christ. 

Wilton, March 31, 1823. 

x By order of the church. 

THOMAS BEEDE, Moderator. 

Notwithstanding the desire expressed by their letter to 
the church and the answer they had received, the disaf- 
fected members continued their neglect of attending Hthe 
regular and stated administrations" of the Lord's supper 
with the church. The forbearance of the church still 
gave them opportunity for reflection and to return to the 
privileges and duties of members — but in vain. Without 
giving to the church any notice of their designs, or any 
explanation of their conduct in not conforming to what 
they had in their letter of March 7th so expressly re- 
quested, their committee, in order to assemble a council, 
issued letters missive in this form : 

LETTER MISSIVE. 

To the Church of Christ in a number of members of 

the Church of Christ residing in Wilton send greeting* 

Whereas in the course of divine Providence it is so 
ordered, that a religious society is formed, according to 
the law of the State, in this town, to be known by the 
name of the l Second Congregational Society in Wilton,* 
we hereby request your assistance by your Rev. Pastor 
and Delegate, in council with other churches, on Wednes- 
day the 18th day of June instant, if it shall appear con- 
sistent, to form us into a regular visible church, in con- 
nexion with said society. 

Wishing you grace, mercy, and peace from our Lord 
and Saviour Jesus Christ, and requesting an interest in 
your prayers for us, we subscribe, your brethren in the 
faith and fellowship of the gospel. 

(Signed.) 

Wilton, June 2, 1823. 

On the day next before the date of their letter mis- 
sive, the pastor of the church had publicly announced, 
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that he should be absent the two succeeding sabbaths. 
The annual visit he was accustomed to make to an aged 
parent and friends residing at considerable distance, with 
other known engagements, made it sufficiently certain, 
that he would not return before the time appointed for 
the council to meet. This proceeding of their committee, 
who, with advice from abroad, appeared all along to have 
exercised full control in the business, was not known to 
all, and perhaps to very few of the disaffected members,, 
until a very considerable portion of the time between 
the issuing of the letters missive and the assembling of 
the council had elapsed. When it became known to 
them, such was their secrecy, or silence, if they choose 
to have it so called, that between those of the same 
church and family, and in that nearest connexion of life, 
which most of all requires mutual confidence, this pro- 
ceeding, which, according to its design, was to separate 
them from each other's communion as christians, was not 
divulged until a few hours before the council met. The 
knowledge that a council for such a purpose was contem- 
plated, was thus almost wholly limited to the disaffected 
members and to those in their confidence, up to the time 
when the council met. Information, however, from $ 
neighboring town, where their letter missive had been 
read, arrived to certain members of the church in season 
for them, as individuals, to prepare with haste a remon- 
strance, which was presented to the council and noticed 
in their result.* 

* Though this remonstrance was only the individual act of the few 
members who subscribed it, and was never acted upon in any manner 
by the church ; yet that there may be no pretence that any paper re- 
lating to the subject is kept back, it is here given. If, in any respect, 
it need to be viewed with an eye of candor, that may be claimed on 
account of the suddenness of tine occasion which was fitted to excite 
emotion, and the necessary haste with which it was prepared. 

REMONSTRANCE. 

To the Council requested to convene in Wilton* for the purpose of or- 
ganizing a Church, 

GSKTLKMEIf, 

Whereas, — — — , — — , , and their associates, have form- 
ed themselves into a Society, known by the name of the Second Con- 
gregational Society in Wilton ; and have requested certain churches 
to send their Pastors and Delegates to organize them into a church : 
The undersigned feel it a duty incumbent on them to state, that the 
aforesaid gentlemen, together with other members of the church, then 
in good standing, did more than a year ago absent themselves from 
the communion, and have ever since continued to absent themselves 
without any just ground, in the opinion of the undersigned, for thus 
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The council met at the time appointed, and without 
giving to the church any notice, or opportunity to be 
heard, and without having before them any testimonials 
from the church of the membership or regular standing 
of the dissatisfied members, produced the following result. 

— — ^— ^— — ^»~— ^— »— »■ ■ ■ ■ — — — ^— — — — — — ^—— — — — — ■ »^W^ 

violating their covenant engagement. The undersigned would express 
it as their opinion that those who have thus absented themselves, have 
violated the commands of Christ and the injunctions of his Apostles, 
and that their conduct hat not been dictated by the wisdom that is 
from above, which is pure, peaceable, full of mercy and good fruits* 
without partiality, and without hypocrisy. That they should thns 
turn aside from the path of duty, the undersigned deem a matter of 
deep regret ; to be lamented not only as it respects themselves, hot 
as affording a pattern for the highminded, contentious and overbear- 
ing, to depart from the simplicity of the gospel ; and instead of be- 
coming humble advocates of pure and undefined religion, attempt to 
climb the pinnacle of fame over prostrate altars, and the ruins of 
churches ; the glory of which consists not in having risen to eminence 
over the pile of the martyrs ; but which have been built on the foun- 
dation of the apostles and prophets ; Jesus Christ himself being the 
chief corner stone ; a foundation which, though the mountains depart, 
and the hUls be removed, shall remain invulnerable to every attack. 
Whilst the undersigned have beheld with pity these wanderers from 
the fold of Christ, they have hoped that the spirit of lowliness and 
meekness, longsuffering and forbearance, which the church have ex- 
ercised towards them would have a tendency to recal them to their 
duty. The undersigned cannot think the venerable council wUl deem 
it consistent to adopt a measure, the effect of which they cannot but 
be aware will prove detrimental to the peace and order of their 
own societies. Though, notwithstanding the seal of partisans, and 
the superstition of bigots, there will be those who will maintain the 
pure religion of Christ in its simplicity ; yet, when party spirit is aided 
by power and authority, the humble christian has reason to fear being 
deprived of the liberty of worshipping agreeable to the dictates of His 
own conscience, having none to molest or make afraid. The under- 
signed cannot think that ministers, whose office it is to publish the 
gospel of peace, would deliberately encourage their hearers to say, I 
am of Paul, I of Apollos, and 1 of Cephas ; did they thus do it, the 
undersigned should think the words of the Lord by the mouth of the 
prophet applicable to them : " Wo unto the pastors that scatter and 
destroy the sheep of my pasture, saith the Lord. Therefore thus saith 
the Lord God of Israel, against the pastors that feed my people. Ye 
have scattered my flock and have driven them away, and have not 
visited them ; behold I will visit upon you the evil of your doings, saith 
the Lord."" The undersigned think (he amicable termination of the 
subject in question in the late Convention in Massachusetts, ougfit to 
be a signal to contending parties to lay down the weapons of war, 
which have only been brandished in defence of a party. The under- 
signed think if councils will take disorderly members of churches, and 
constitute them into a church, while they ask no acquittance from 
their covenant engagements, that churches and covenants may be 
considered, nothing more than a name ; and with the same propriety 
they may take any individuals without requiring any profession, and 
organize them into a church. If this were suffered, all ecclesiastical 
order or authority would be at an end. The undersigned have wit- 
nessed with feelings of regret, the discord which has arisen in the 
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SUBSV&T. 

Delegations from the following churches, viz. from 
the church in Temple, Rev. Noah Miles and Deac. 
Silas Keyes; from the church in Mason, Rev. Ebenezer 
Hill and Deac. Hezekiah Richardson ; from the church 
in Holies, Rev. Eli Smith, and Deac. Stephen Jewett ; 
from the church in Lyndeborough, Deac. Aaron Lewis 
and Deac. Benjamin Goodridge ; from the church b Mil- 
ford, Rev. Humphrey Moore, by virtue of letters missive 
from a number of the members of the church of Christ, 
residing in Wilton, assembled at the house of Doct. Ebe- 
nezer Rockwood to take into consideration their request 
to be organized into a regular visible church; and form- 
ed themselves into an Ecclesiastical Council by choosing 
Rev. Ebenezer Hill Moderator, and Rev. Humphrey 
Moore Scribe. 

Introduced the business of the Council with prayer by 
the Moderator* 

* Examined their proceedings,* by which the said mem- 

* i 

church in this place. It has extended not only amongst friends and 
neighbors, but even into families; endeavors have been made to 
separate husbands and wives, parents and children ; and (he way of 
truth has been evil spoken of. The undersigned humbly hope and 
frust, that these* matters will be taken into serious consideration by 
the venerable council ; and that the result will be an endeavor to 
promote that christian charity without which, all professions of relig- 
ion are vain, and the effect such as #111 entitle them to the character 
df the children of God. 

(Signed by thirteen brethren of the church.) 

* The proceedings, which we understand comprehended all that 
was offered to the council on the subject, were publishing in a news- 
paper an advertisement purporting to be signed by the elerk of the 
society* in which it was stated, that three persons named therein (the 
same who had acted as a committee of the dissatisfied members) and 
their associates, " in conformity to an act of the said State, (N. H.) 
passed June session* 1819," had " formed themselves into a religious 
society, to be designated and known as the Second Congregational So- 
titty in WiUon." By the law mentioned, a voluntary association 
•of individuals thus advertising, might become a corporation for certain 
purposes. How many other individuals had associated with these 
three, so as to be members of the corporation, we have not been able 
to learn, though inquiries have been made for the purpose. The 
formation of this incorporated society appears to have been thought df 
much importance towards forming a church, for it is mentioned with 
great solemnity in thejr letter missive, and is the only reason there 
given to the several churches, for the request of these persons to be 
formed into si separate church. 

. If ecclesiastical bodies, in advising to the formation of new churches, 
are to have regard to corporations of this description, which by the 
present law may be indefinitely multiplied, it would seem very proper 

11 
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bers, with others, were formed into a religious society. 

Attended to an address of the aggrieved members of 
the church. 

Read the result of a council, who convened at Wilton 
in March, 1823; also a letter accompanying said result, 
sent to the church ; and also an answer of the church to 
the said result.* Attended to a remonstrance presented 
by several members of the church. 

After examining the papers laid before them, and dis- 
cussing the subjects which they contained, the council 
came to the following result. 

Whereas certain members of the church in Wilton 
consider themselves aggrieved on account of the church's 
having departed from the intent of their former regula- 
tions and usages, in admitting persons into the church who 
did not profess the faith, wnich, they apprehend, was 
once delivered to the saints ;t and as they could not, by 

in each particular case, that they should inquire concerning the num- 
ber and situation of the society in relation to the means of providing 
public religious instruction. 

* It might, perhaps, be understood that the church gave a particular 
answer to the result of the ex-parte council convened in March. This 
was not done. That council addressed nothing to the church ; and 
no answer was thought requisite. As the church were ready to nego- 
ciate and conclude upon a mutual council on any fair terms, they 
might well conceive that an ex-parte council at that time was prema- 
ture, and according to usage of congregational churches, their inter- 
meddling in any affairs of this church an intrusion entitled to no re- 
spect. By what is here called an answer, we presume they intended 
the remarks made on the result in a report of a committee. (See 
page 73.) 

t There are lour reasons given by the council for the part they took 
towards forming these members into a separate church. The first is, 
that these members " consider themselves aggrieved," &c. As to feel- 
ings of grievance the declarations of these members might be goed 
evidence, and, from the nature of the case, perhaps the only evidence ; 
but that which is alleged as matter of grievance, if true, was a fact 
that ought to have been proved, especially as it implicated others* 
What is the matter of grievance here alleged ? It is nothing less than 
that the church admitted persons to become members of its body who 
did not profess the christian faith ; for no other meaning in their con- 
nexion can fairly be put upon the words " the faith once delivered to 
the taint*." That persons of this description have been admitted by 
this church to the privileges of members, we are confident could not 
be proved, because not true. We do not learn that any proof was 
even attempted ; certainly none was contained in any papers mention- 
ed in the result as having been examined by the councU. 

It may be here noticed, that a departure from " the intent of their 
former regulations and usages" is alleged against the church, whereas 
it evidently appears from what has gone before, that the great subject 
of uneasiness to the disaffected members was,' that the church strictly 
adhered to their former regulations and usages. 
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Remonstrance and entreaty, obtain redress of their griev- 
ance ;* and as they cannot conscientiously have christian 
fellowship with the church of which they are now mem- 
bers ;t and they desire to be organized into a church 

* On what ground, in the second reaion which they give, do the coun- 
cil assert that these members could not, by remonstrance and entrea- 
ty, obtain redress of the grievance just mentioned ? No remonstrance 
or entreaty concerning such a grievance was ever made to the church. 
From the foregoing memorials, which contain all the remonstrances 
and entreaties ever made to the church on that subject, may be rea- 
dily seen that the complaint was concerning certain votes and regula- 
tions of the church, and that it is no where in them so much as pre* 
tended that any improper person, or any who did not profess the 
christian faith, had been admitted into the church. 

It ought to be distinctly noticed, that the admitting of improper and 
unchristian members is another and quite a different thing from the 
votes and regulations of the church. What then are we to think of 
the dressing up of one of these so different things for the other, and 
casting upon the church unheard such an unsupported and supposi- 
titious charge? 

t The third reason given by the council is, that these members can- 
not have christian fellowship with the church. If this, and certain 
parts of the other reasons given, could be considered merely as the 
representations of the dissatisfied members, and not the declarations or 
decisions of the council, the result would present a less uncandid and 
unfriendly aspect of the council towards the church. That the ex- 
pressions used were to understood at the time by one of the council, 
(the Rev. Scribe) we are assured ; and this understanding of them 
» more consonant to the candor, which, we are happy to say, has usu- 
ally marked his course, and to the intercourse he still maintains with 
the church and its pastor. Whether the same meaning was attached 
to the language of the result by any other member of the council, wo 
cannot say ; but we are equally assured by the best authority, that it 
was not so understood by all of them. But whatever some members of 
the council might have understood to; be the meaning of the result, it 
only concerns them as individuals, and cajp be urged only as matter of 
individual exculpation. When a council has given its result in wri- 
ting, the same principles of construction apply to it as to the acts of 
other public bodies. Their meaning and intention must be sought 
in a fair construction of their language, and the import of it, as an 
act of the body, cannot be varied by the individual explanations of its 
members. The fair import of the language appears to be, that these 
members of the church could not, if they were guided by a pure and 
sufficiently enlightened conscience, hold fellowship with the church ; 
for if the council had thought that these members were under a mis- 
take in what they could not conscientiously do, they ought surely, for 
the sake of peace and good order, to have endeavored to rectify their 
mistake, and reconcile their consciences to a correct judgment and 
conduct. k 

What then is the black offence by which the church have rendered 
themselves unfit for the fellowship of christians ? For if they are unfit 
for the christian fellowship of these members, they must be unfit for 
the fellowship of any other christian. What then was this offence, 
which degrades the church from the christian rank ? If we may rely 
en the representation of their grievance, made by these members to the 
'' church, it is no other in substance than that the church rafier candid- 
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*for their better spiritual improvement and edification ; 
the council recommend it to them to requestt of the 
church a dissolution of their particular relationship with 
them ; and having waited not exceeding one month, for 
the granting of their request ; { and having subscribed 
their names to the confession of faith which they had 
adopted in 1803, and to the covenant which is now in 

ates for admission, as was done in the days of the apostles, to exhibit 
their faith by such forms of words of their own selection, as might 
best express their real belief. But if the council would include as a 
part of the offence, that a certain form had been used, which 
was much dwelt upon by the ex-parte council in March previous, as 
reprehensibly defective ; that form contained every proposition, which 
was judged necessary by an inspired evangelist for admission to the 
jJrivileges of a christian church. What then might be contuttntly 
inferred from the decision of the council ? Would it not support in 
full the inference, that the churches established by the apostles and 
their inspired fellow laborers, ought not in good conscience to have 
had christian fellowship extendedjto them ? Conscience is a very good 
word, but not so good, but that persons may deceive themselves in 
using it. It is, moreover, many times a very convenient word, as it 
will often serve for an answer where reason and common sense must be 
silent. Many wrong actions may be done for conscience 9 sake, for 
the apostles were told that the time would come when killing diem 
would be thought to be doing God service. The dissevering a church 
and denying it christian fellowship, on account of so scriptural a reg- 
ulation as that complained of, we are not, therefore, bound to believe) 
right, though done ever so conscientiously. There are other principles 
also than conscience, which may come into operation even in ecclesi- 
astical affairs, if a reverend member of the council did not mistake 
when he said : i( It is pride which raises walls of separation in the 
sheep fold of Christ ; walls, which are better calculated to weaken 
and injure the dock, than to prevent the assaults of the wolf."— (Be*. 
Mr. Jifeore'* Ordination Sermon at Leominster, page 9.) 

* The fourth reason given by<|M council, is the desire of these per- 
sons to be organized into a SJhurch* On the expedience of the thing 
desired, though a subject important to have been considered by the 
council, we here make no comment. But whether expedient or the 
reverse, a common regard to decorum and ecclesiastical usages de- 
manded, that the church should have been first notified and consulted, 
upon the desire of any portion of its members residing in the same 
place to be constituted a separate church. Severe animadversion 
might justly be made on a procedure tending so much to the subversion 
of ecclesiastical order and discipline ; but we leave the subject to the 
reflection of the reader. 

t The doings of the church, whatever they might be, relative to 
that request, were not to have the slightest effect upon the determin- 
ation of the council or the organization of a separate church. This 
formality of making the request, which the council recommend, 
though they might hope by it to screen from view a glaring irregular- 
ity, can be viewed as little other than a mockery of the church. 

J The time they were to wait for their request to be granted might, 
for any thing in the result to the contrary, have been the shortest pos- 
sible. Alter waiting one hour they might have performed the pre- 
scribed Qpndition of subscribing their names, and the conditions would 
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* 

their use, the council will then have* acknowledged them 
to be a regularly organized church. 

The council sincerely lament that there shoiild be 
such difference of religious sentiment and regulations in 
particular churches that divisions arise,! and it becomes 
necessary or expedient, that their different parts should 
separate for their tranquillity and improvement. The 
council are decidedly of opinion that when contention 
between the parts of a church becomes sharp, it is better 

be fully performed. We may think the doings of thii council to be 
no authority for establishing a separate church and the performance 
of the conditions imposed, of no importance ; yet we remark that 
there has recently appeared some disposition to evade the plain im- 
port of this part of the result, and attribute to it the same meaning 
as it would have, if the words " not exceeding" were erased. In the 
prescribed conditions two things were to be done by these members, 
via. making a request, and subscribing their names as directed, with 
a limitation of time for performing them. The answer of the church, 
as will be seen, neither refused nor "unconditionally granted their re* 
quest, and did not therefore necessarily put a stop to their waiting. 
The direction not to wait exceejling one month for the granting their 
request, clearly intimates that some act was to be done by these per- 
sons within such time. What was this act ? The only act mention- 
ed, which can be supposed to have been intended, was the subscrib- 
ing their names as directed, which therefore, was to be done within 
a time not exceeding one month. Some limitation of the time ap- 
pears very reasonable, as after a considerable lapse of time different 
circumstances might make the formation of a church more inexpedi- 
ent. The limiting it to one month, (so that if these members should 
not in that time perform the prescribed conditions, there would be no 
acknowledgment from the council that they were a regularly organ- 
ized church, and the doings of the council be without effect,) may 
appear sufficiently short, but we claim no right to object on that ac- 
count. 

* We are not conscious of any unreasonable attachment to long 
practised forms and usages, yet we cannot help preferring the com- 
mon method of installing churches m time present, as more solemn and 
impressive, rather than this newly invented contrivance of doing it in 
the second future conditional, with no one authorised to proclaim 
when the conditions are performed. 

t Where there is freedom of inquiry and examination, there wiU be 
more or less difference of sentiment ; but division* do not thence ne- 
cessarily arise. They more often may be traced to the domineering 
spirit of individuals or a party, than to any necessity from a diversity 
of sentiment. " When christians consider those things essential, 
which are not essential ; and cannot dispense with the least variation 
from their measure of faith, the way is open for disaffection and dis- 
union between the members of Christ's body." (Rev. fl. Abort V 
Ordination Sermon.) 

As to " difference of regulations in particular churches 19 it is diffi- 
cult to perceive why it should be so very pernicious for the church in 
Wilton to differ from some others in its regulations concerning the ad- 
mission of members, and it not also be pernicious for the very church; 
es represented in this council to differ as they all do from each other 
on the same subject. 
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to separate, like Paul and Barnabas,* than to continue 
united in collision. It is the devout desire of the council 
that correct sentiments of the doctrines of the gospel 
may prevail ; that good order in the churches may be 
observed ; and mutual charity and fellowship be exer- 
cised t by all the members of Christ's body. 

Wishing that grace, mercy and peace may be multi- 
plied unto them, the council subscribe themselves their 
brethren in the faith and fellowship of the gospel. 

Voted unanimously. 

EBENEZER HILL, Moderator. 
HUMPHREY MOORE, Scribe. 
Wilton, June 18th, 1823. 

On the 33d of June the following letter was sent to 
the church. 

LETTER. 

To the Congregational Church in Wilton. 

Rev. and Beloved, 

We the undersigned, now members of this church, 
considering ourselves aggrieved on account of this church 
having, in our view, departed from the intent of their 
former regulations and usages in admitting persons into 

* The allusion to Paul and Barnabas ii readily allowed to be very 
ingenious and happy, only, that it is not in the least degree applica- 
ble. It is no where found that Paul or Barnabas ever dismember- 
ed a church, or refused each other christian fellowship. That the 
dissatisfied members might have exhibited to the council convincing 
evidence of contending sharply against the church, we will not here 
dispute ; but that the church had contended sharply with these mem- 
bers was to us a new suggestion. The fault of too great forbearance 
we know was imputed to the church by some, well acquainted with 
the whole proceedings. The conduct of the church in this affair, 
whether it had been too severe or mild, we cheerfully leave to the 
consideration of the reader. 

t We like good professions very well, but something more still bet- 
ter. The reader may compare this profession of the council with 
their conduct in interfering in the manner they have done with eccle- 
siastical order in this place. 

If the operation of the principle were brought home to his own 
church, and a portion of its members (remaining in the same place) 
without giving any previous notice to the church of their desire or 
intention, had sought the aid of an ex-parte council te establish them 
as a distinct separate church, and had without testimonials of regular 
standing, received such countenance to their project as this council 
have given, would any one think it to be promoting good order y mutu- 
al charity and fellowship ? We think not* 
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the church who did not profess the faith which we ap- 
prehend was once delivered to the saints. And as we 
have not been able by remonstrance and entreaty to 
obtain redress of our grievance ; and cannot conscientious-' 
]y , by our continuance, give countenance to the practice 
with which we have professed ourselves aggrieved, we 
therefore request that our particular relation to you may 
be dissolved, and we dismissed, that we may be formed 
into a distinct and regular church. 
Wilton, June 18, 1823. 

(Signed) EBEN'R ROCKWOOD, 

(and sixteen others**) 

This letter was referred to a committee of five mem- 
bers, who on the 15th of July made their report to the 
church ; which was accepted. 



To the Church of Christ in Wilton. 

The committee, to whom was referred a letter from 
brother Ebenezer Rock wood and others, requesting a 
dismission from this church, having had the same unaer 
consideration, report, 

That upon recurring to the several communications of 
the subscribers of said letter, heretofore made to the 
church expressing their dissatisfaction, it appeared, that 
the matter alleged in said letter as a grievance, and the 
reason of their request, had never before been complain* 
ed of by them to the church. It appeared needful to 
obtain more certain information concerning that which 
was stated in said letter as a grievance, as it implicated 
both the character of the church and of the individuals 
indiscriminately, who had been admitted into it. Your 
committee, therefore, made inquiries, personally, of the 
subscribers of the letter concerning that subject, and al- 
so whether it was their disposition and expectation, that 
the church proposed to be established should be in fel- 
lowship with this church. 

These inquiries were not met with that frankness 
which might have been expected, and which seemed ne- 
cessary under existing circumstances to give a fair un- 
derstanding of the subject which they had proposed to 

* The same members who had signed the memorials, excepting two 
who had deceased, were subscribers of this letter. 
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the church. No discrimination of the persons, whos<i 
admittance is mentioned in the letter as a grievance, could 
be obtained. 

In the second subject of inquiry, though very little ex- 
plicit information was given, yet the result of the inquir- 
ies appeared to the committee to leave no reasonable 
prospect, that the church proposed to be formed, would 
extend christian fellowship to this church. 

Your committee in their investigations prqcured whal 
purports to be a copy of a result of council, convened 
on the 18th of June last, by which it appears that this 
council proceeded to organize these persons into a dis- 
tinct church, so far as to acknowledge them as such, pro- 
vided they should perform two certain acts, in neither of 
Which is the concurrence qf this church made necessary. 

The entire disregard and contempt with which the 
council have treatea this church, by undertaking to or- 
ganize a part of its members into a distinct church with* 
out the concurrence, consultation, or knowledge of this 
church, or any notice given to the church that such a 
measure was designed, and without ascertaining the stan r 
dine and character of these persons in the church of 
which they were members, was wholly unexpected from 
the representatives of churches, which have ever been in 
christian fellowship with this church. 

tVe cannot yet believe that there is in those churches 
such a departure from christian candor, and from a just 
estimation of this church, as to make this procedure a 
true indication of the disposition and feelings of those 
churches towards this church. 

Prom consideration of the subject and the investiga- 
tion they have been able to make, the committee recom- 
mend that the following answer be given to the letter 
which was referred to them. 

The remainder of the report is merely an answer re- 
commended and may be omitted, as the answer given by 
the church and which was sent by their order and directed 
to the seventeen members who subscribed the letter here 
follows : 

ANSWER OF THE CHURCH. 

The Church of Christ in Wilton. 
To 

Brethren and Sisters, 
A letter signed by you bearing date the 18th of Juni 
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last, in which, for reasons therein stated, you request that 
your particular relation to this church may be dissolved 
and you dismissed, that you may be formed into a did* 
tinct and regular church, has been laid before this church* 

The necessity or expedience of forming another dis- 
tinct church in this place, of persons now members of 
this church, is not at present apparent to the church ; es- 
pecially as the stated regular administrations of the gos- 
pel are maintained in the church, and there are on every 
side in the vicinity churches within convenient distance, 
where, if better edification were the object, it might b% 
sought in their connexion* 

It must be obvious to every attentive observer, that 
great evils and injury to the cause of religion have result* 
ed in some parts of the country by too greatly multiply* 
ing the number of churches, when neither the number of 
persons, nor the extent of local situation, demanded it. 

There is offered in your letter as the reason of yotir 
request, that the admitting persons into the church, who 
did not profess the faith, which you apprehend was once 
delivered to the saints, is considered by you as a griev- 
ance ; and that you cannot conscientiously, by your con- 
tinuance, give countenance to the practice with which 
you have professed yourselves aggrieved. 

If by the faith once delivered to the saints you mean 
the christian faith, this church have no knowledge of any 
person being admitted into their body who did not pro- 
fess this faith. We cannot in the exercise of christian 
candour presume, that such is the fact, unless some evi- 
dence of it be exhibited ; but none has yet been offered. 
If no person has been admitted, who did not profess thi* 
faith, no practice of such admission can exist, nor any 
foundation for the scruples of conscience suggested. Be- 
sides, it is obvious that the continuance of performing th# 
duties of a member in the church, is no countenance to 
any proceeding of the church which he has disapprov- 
ed. 

This church are not sensible of your having ever 
made any such remonstrance or entreaty as you have ig* 
timated in your last letter. 

No remonstrances have been offered to the church by 
you, except in your memorials presented in August and 
November last. An inspection of those memorials must 
convince you that neither in any allegation of grievance, 

12 
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nor even in the indefinite complaints and insinuation* 
contained in them, is theue to be found any mention, 
that persons have ever been admitted into the church, 
who xlid not profess the faith which you apprehend was 
once delivered to the saints, nor can there be found in 
either of them any entreaty or request for redress of 
such grievance, or any method pointed out for redressing 
it, if it had existed. 

If any benefits or redress of grievance, which might 
have followed from " the arbitration of an ecclesiastical 
council to be chosen mutually' 1 which you requested, 
have not been obtained, you ought to be sensible that it 
was not from any reluctance in the church to such coun- 
cil, but to the refusal on your part to specify any defin* 
ite articles, which should be submitted to such council. 

And it now appears unreasonable to the church, that 
you should make the allegation found in your last letter, 
which severely impeaches, and may render suspected 
the christian profession of persons indiscriminately, that 
have been admitted into the church, and at the same 
time seek to be dismissed from the church without offer* 
ing any proof to support the truth of what you allege. 

As you have not designated the persons alleged to be 
admitted, who did not profess the faith which you appre- 
hend was once delivered to the saints, it does not appear 
to the church, whether the persons, whom you have in 
view, were admitted first as members here, or on letters 
of recommendation and dismission from other churches—* 
whether they are among the number of those, who now 
request a dismission, or among those who do not. The 
charge thus indefinite, equally implicates all members of 
the church, until the persons whom you had in view, 
when making the charge, are designated ; and, unless 
withdrawn, or supported by some evidence, renders it 
less proper for the church to comply with your request, 
than if no attempt to assign a reason had been made. 

As no proof of the existence of the grievance, which 
you now mention as the cause of your request, has ever 
been offered to the church, and as the church apprehend 
that if a candid examination should be made, you will be 
convinced that no such grievance does exist, and as it is 
not known to the church that you would wish for a dig- 
mission if it does not exist ; therefore, until some expla* 
nation or proof of what you state as a grievance in your 
letter is offered by you, or your wishes farther manifest- 
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cd, the church consider that your request cannot with 
propriety be granted. 

It & with deep solicitude and concern for your spiritu- 
al welfare and the prosperity of pure religion in thii* 
place, that we have observed the course which you hart 
for a considerable time past pursued. 

Your long neglect of attending in communion with thi* 
church to the christian ordinances, notwithstanding the 
forbearance of the church and the many reasons offered 
to remove any supposed difficulties from your minds, may 
well fill us with most painful apprehensions on your ac* 
count. 

On the seventh of March last, there was declaration 
made on your part to the church of an earnest desire^ that 
you might in your present connexion enjoy the regular and 
stated administrations of the gospel. 

The churcji, on supposition of your sincerity in mak- 
ing that request, and, if sincere, 01 its being evidence of 
your disposition to return to the observance of comman- 
ded and covenant religious duties in the church, cordial- 
ly assured you, that you might enjoy the administration 
of the gospel with this church conformably to the ear- 
nest desire you had expressed. 

Contrary to the expectations, which might have l?eeri 
justly formed by the church from that request, you have 
continued the same neglect of religious ordinances to th* 
present tiifce, without offering to the church any justifi-" 
cation of continuing such neglect. 

What has transpired of the measures you lately took 
to be organized into a distinct church without the con- 
currence, consultation or knowledge of this church, indi- 
cate a disposition for schism contrary to christian charity. 
If such a disposition should prevail in this place, it must 
in its consequences disturb and rtiar the happiness and' 
religious improvement of families and individuals, and 
the general prosperity of that religion, which is pure, 
peaceable, easy to be entreated, and full of good fruits. 

The church, in the way of admonition, present to you 
these considerations, that you may be induced seriously 
to review and reflect on the course you have taken, give 
christian satisfaction to the church, and return to that 
fcourse of conduct which becomes the obedient disciple* 
of Christ. 

This church have no desire to retain unwilling mem- 
bers in their connexion, but that all things may be done 
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in order and to edifying. If you shall give to this church 
the satisfaction concerning your past conduct, which is 
incumbent on you as members of a christian church, and 
should then desire for your spiritual improvement to be 
in a different connexion, and will give us assurance of 
your disposition, that the church proposed to be formed 
by you shall be in christian fellowship with this church ; 
this church will then be willing to grant your request for 
a dismission. 

But, if you persist in the course of disregarding your 
covenant engagements to this church, and without giving 
christian satisfaction to this church, will go out from us 
and be no longer of us, you do it under the censure of 
ihis church as irregular and disorderly. 

By order of the church, 

THOMAS BEEDE, Moderator. 
Wilton, July 15th, 1823. 

No communication has been since made by these per- 
sons to the church on the subjects contained in the answer of 
the church to their request of dismission or on any other 
subject. Though they have not appeared remarkably- 
scrupulous in performing the conditions imposed by their 
council, as they neglected to subscribe the confession and 
covenant prescribed until more than a month had passed 
after they had made their request, yet they have since 
taken the form of a separate church, and with some oth- 
ers associated with them proceed in public worship as a 
distinct religious society. 

* 
The various documents proposed have now been pre- 
sented to the reader, and in conclusion, we may briefly 
advert to some principles, which have been brought into 
operation. 

It has been seen, that a council have proceeded upon 
a principle, that the sentiments which a church recogniz- 
es at its formation, are of perpetual obligation, and consti- 
tute its foundation. With this principle in view, the coun- 
cil, in their eagerness to find some pretence of reproba- 
ting this church for not having regulations more exclu- 
sive towards persons that might seek to become its mem- 
bers, resorted to the unheard of and fanciful supposition, 
,that this church was founded on the Westminster conies- 
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sion, and blame it for suffering deviations from a form, 
which they please to consider the substance of that con- 
fession. 

If this principle be correct, churches at their formation 
need the utmost circumspection, that they may recognise 
no religious opinion, the truth of .which they are not in- 
fallibly certain, as they must adhere to it however supe- 
rior advantages for examining its truth, they shall after- 
wards enjoy. It concerns not the subject, what may be 
thought of the right, wisdom, or policy of establishing a 
test lor all future time, and exacting uniformity of opin- 
ion, as a condition of membership in human institutions 
which may be designed to extend and perpetuate particu- 
lar religious opinions. In divine institutions, commanded 
by God to be observed, men assume high authority, when 
they exact conditions for permission to perform his com- 
mand, which the divine institutor has not exacted. 

In regard to ecclesiastical order, it is settled as a prin- 
ciple, so far as the proceedings of the separatists and 
their councils can settle it, that, when members are dissat- 
isfied with a churqfr because its regulations do not require 
assent to one particular invariable confession of faith ; or 
because some persons have been admitted as members, 
though, having good opportunity, they offered to the 
church no objection to their admission, they may break 
off from their engagements to the church, and, without 
giving to the church notice of their designs, may, by the 
aid of a council and performing conditions in which no 
concurrence of the church is necessary, be organized in- 
to a distinct separate church. 

Another principle, of no small importance, assumed by 
the separatists, and of which their councils may be con- 
sidered the promoters, is that candidates for admission to 
a church ought to be required to assent to one unvaried 
creed or confession of faith ; and that the formulary re- 
vised in 1803, must be the one used in this church for 
that purpose ; and further, that the church, by permitting 
candidates according to its regulations, to express their 
faith in different forms, is unworthy of christian com- 
munion. 

Here it may be inquired, why is assent to the words 
* of one unvaried creed of human compilation so essential 
to the enjoyment of church privileges? Does scripture 
require it ? Is it not exalting the creed above the scrip- 
ture^ when professing a belief in the holy scriptures i* 
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accounted insufficient, unless a belief is also professed ia 
the creed ? But may not the language of scripture be 
misunderstood ? True. But are compilers of creeds in* 
fallible or divinely authorised interpreters? Can they 
mend the revelation which God has given* and express it 
in a creed which cannot be misunderstood ? Is their 
measure or standard of faith more to be trusted than 
that which is sealed by the holy Spirit? Is an unvaried 
creed a sure test of pipty ? It may keep out of the 
church a man, who has too much honesty and love of 
truth tb assent to what he doubts, does not understand, 
or disbelieves ; but will it keep out a hypocrite ? Cer- 
tainly not. The hypocrite may desire to shorten the 
commandments, but will never be embarrassed by. the 
length of a creed. Why, of all others, is the form of 
1 803, so essential ? Had the church a power* or wisdom, 
or supernatural illumination never after to be enjoyed^ 
that what was then simply voted acceptable, and accor- 
ding to existing rules of tne church might be used or not* 
must be assented to by every member in all future time? 
It is not designed to discuss, particularly* the principle 
of requiring assent to fixed invariable human creeds as 
indispensable conditions of enjoying gospel privileges; 
but to the practical consequences of it, when it Was at- 
tempted to be imposed on them, the church could not be 
indifferent. According to the principle contended fa* 
by the separatists and countenanced by their councils* 
christian character and profession are not sufficient qual- 
ifications for admission to a christian church. And to be 
consistent, they ought also to maintain that they are in- 
sufficient to entitle a member to remain in the church ; 
for what renders a person unfit to be received into a 
church would render him unfit to remain in it. HoweV- 
' er unexceptionable his conduct may be*— however ardfent 
his piety toward God, and firm his faith in Christ— and 
deep and thorough his repentance of sin, and active and 
persevereing his course of christian obedience — and faith- 
ful his study of the scriptures, with a readiness to receive 
what he understands to be their import — however much 
in purity and benevolence his temper and disposition may 
be conformed to the mind that was in Christ Jesus-^all 
this, manifested to the utmost|certainty of which it is sus- 
ceptible, is of no avail, unless he will assent to the words 
of a particular creed. Without this, he must be prohib- 
ited from celebrating the dying love of the Saviour ef 
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men in the appointed manner, and be excluded from the 
church of God and its privileges. Is there nothing op- 
pressive in this principle, which, with fair professions of 
conscience and impending secession of its members, the 
church has been urged to adopt ? 

But perhaps some, after claiming great candor and dis- 
claiming all disposition to judge or set at nought a broth- 
er, may be heard to assert, that a person, who does not 
believe every particular in that confession of faith, can* 
not possibly exercise repentance towards God, or faith in 
the Lord Jesus Christ, or possess the christian temper and 
disposition. All this, however adverse to the scripture 
maxim, by their fruits shall ye know them, an advocate 
for the principle ought to be ready to assert and able to 
maintain, by clear and incontrovertible proof, before he 
requires an assent to that invariable confession as a con* 
dition of christian privileges. No such proof has been 
given or can be expected. The form of confession con- 
tended for, whether wholly of gold or partly of wood, 
hay and stubble, was formed by men ; and it is by falli- 
ble men, not by Jesus Christ, we are required to bow 
down our understanding, belief, and consciences to it. 

On the other hand, this church has not so learned 
Christ. Prom its proceedings we may perceive, that it 
has been actuated by other principles. It has not desir- 
ed to tyranise over the conscience, or prostrate the un- 
derstanding of any christian, but to promote the pure re* 
ligion of the gospel, as it dwells in the hearts and directs 
the conduct of sincere professors. It has considered the 
christian character as sufficient to claim admittance to 
christian privileges. When a person manifests a belief 
in Christ, a disposition to learn of his teachings, to obey 
his commands, and imitate his example, the church ac- 
cording to its principles, has been ready to receive him.* 
The christian liberty, which is claimed by the church, 
has been freely allowed to others, without assuming an 
authority which has not been delegated by the christian 
lawgiver. 

In the stand taken by this church, that it will not, for 
want of uniformity in opinion, exclude any, who exhibits 
the christian character, from fellowship and privileges, it 
is pleasing to observe many other churches concur. Im- 
pressed as the council seemed to be, that the principles 
recognized by a church are of unceasing obligation, an 
instance of peculiar force to some, who have acted a con- 
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spicuous part here in council, and which is deserving of 

{general regard in practice, may be observed in the fol- 
owing evangelical article of the covenant subscribed by 
the members of the church in Felham, New-Hampshire, 
at its formation in 1751 ; "We acknowledge ourselves 
members of the catholic church of Christ, and according- 
ly promise that we will hold communion with all the 
churches of our Lord Jesus Christ, and will carry it to- 
wards all professors of Christianity, (who do not contra- 
dict their profession by their practice) as to members of 
the same body with ourselves." — Historical Collections, 
Vol. II. page 36«. 

The church has been willing to spread its transactions 
wherein it has been reprobated before those whose atten- 
tion has been directed to it, that sufficient means may be 
possessed to form a correct judgment. From those trans- 
actions let an unbiased opinion be formed, whether the 
church has shewn a want of reverence for the revelation 
which God has made by the holy scriptures, or whether 
it has not rather maintained its sufficiency, and also the 
superiority of its institutions over the devices of human 
reason — whether this church has disregarded the rights 
of conscience, or whether it has not labored to protect 
.those rights — whether it has conducted in an oppressive 
manner towards its members, or whether it has not rath- 
er resisted attempts which must have produced oppres- 
sion. Though men and councils, in the spirit of party, 
may judge and condemn the church unheard, we yet trust 
that christians, who are disposed to judge candidly and 
justly, will still regard this church as unstained by the 
obloquy poured upon it, and treat its members as breth- 
ren in the christian community* * 
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Since the foregoing pages were put to the press, anoth* 
er ex parte council has been convened in this place, on a 
subject nearly related to those which occupied the atten- 
tion of the two councils which preceded it. This serves 
farther to disclose the principles which have been brought 
into action, in the late disorganizing operations among us* 

A considerable time since, some members of the church 
requested a dismission and recommendation, that they 
might unite with what they Jescribed to be, " the church 
in connexion with the Second Congregational Society in 
Wilton ;" and which has been subsequently called by 
them, " the Second Congregational Church in Wilton." 
A similar request was, afterward, made by some others* 
The reasons, assigned for the request in ty>th applications, 
were, their being persuaded that it would promote (heir 
spiritual edification and comfort. In both cases, the 
church proceeded in the same manner. They requested 
the applicants to furnish information, which was thought 
might be useful in making a decision, and prevent objec- 
tions and cavilling against the church as proceeding up- 
on a supposition of facts, not sufficiently ascertained. 
The request of information, in substance and manner. 
was alike in both cases. The vote of the church in the 
latter case, passed the 9th of January, being the more 
particularly expressed, is here given. 

" Voted, that and others, who by their letter, 

communicated to the church on the 4th of January instant, 
request dismission, &c. are requested to furnish the 
church information, in certain particulars, viz : 

"When the Second Congregational Church, mention- 
ed in their letter, became a distinct church, and who were 
its members at the time of its organization ? 

" Whether said church will hold christian fellowship 
and communion with this church ? 

44 Whether the council, assembled in this town on the 
18th of June last, had any agency in organizing that 
church, and if they had, when and in what manner were 
the conditions of being acknowledged a regular organiz- 

13 



98 AfrtENDUC* 

ed church, which were prescribed in the result of that 
council, performed ? 

" Who were the members, on the 1 8th of June last, of 
the corporation, < ailed the Second Congregational Socie- 
ty in Wilton ? And the farther consideration of this sub- 
ject be postponed to afford the applicants opportunity to 
give the church, previous to acting thereon, the informa-* 
tion requested." 

Full and certain information on the subjects embraced 
in the interrogatories, that relate to the formation and to 
the members of the body to which the applicants wished 
to be united, was desirable to the church in considering 
whether that body, under present circumstances, could be 
Regarded with propriety as a church, or only as disorder- 
ly members, who had abandoned the church. 

The formation of the corporate society, to which the 
last interrogatory relates, had occupied a place of bo 
much importance as to be the only reason for organizing 
another church, that was given to the churches,' which 
were requested to send to the June council. — See tetter 
missive, page! 8. It ought not then to be thought strange, 
that the church should suppose it possible, that inquiry 
and attention to some circumstances of that society might 
be useful to the church in their deliberations. 

Several communications were sent to the church by 
the applicants, which contained little or nothing of the 
information requested, or that only purported to be their 
belief on the subject. From the reluctance manifested, 
it appeared that no farther information was to be expec- 
ted from the applicants ; and as they ivere solicitous for' 
a decision, the church gave the following answer to four 
of them, being the same who last made their request of 
dismission. 

ANSWER OF THE CHURCH. 

The Church of Christ in Wilton, to ***** *. 
Brethren and Sisters, 

Your request for dismission and recommendation for 
the purpose of being connected with a body you denomin- 
ate the second congregational church in Wilton, we have 
had under consideration. 

The information you were requested to furnish, in order to 
enable the church the better to decide on your application, 
though long delayed, has not been so complete nor from 
so authentic sources as desirable, nor does it appear that 
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there has been any endeavor on your part to procure the 
information from authentic sources as might have beea 
reasonably expected- by the church. 

From what you have stated to be facts, and also from 
information which has been elsewhere obtained, it ap» 
pears that the persons whom you designate as the second 
congregational church with, which you wish to be con* 
nected, (with the exception of two who have associated 
with them) are the same persons, who in June last, being 
me >bers of this church, and without giving any notice to 
the church of their wishes or designs respecting that sub- 
ject, assembled a council to form them into a distinct 
church- Subsequent to that in a letter addressed to the 
church, they requested that their particular relation to 
us might be dissolved and they dismissed, that they 
might " be formed into a distinct and regular church." 
In the same letter they, for the first time, brought forward 
severe, and, so far as the knowledge of this church ex- 
tends, unfounded imputations against the christian profes- 
sion of members of the church without designating the 
persons thus impeached, or offering any proof. 

By that letter, and also, from previous communications^ 
if we have understood them correctly, they manifest a 
determination to hold no further fellowship and commu- 
nion with this church. 

The church, in a reply to their request, noticed their 
past public delinquencies and also the obstructions to. 
granting their request, occasioned by their indefinite and 
unsupported imputations against members of the church, 
and informed them in substance, that unless some expla- 
nation or proof were given of those charges, or they 
withdrawn, their request could not, with propriety, be 
granted ; and that, if without explanation or proof, they 
persisted in disregarding their covenant engagements to 
the church, and would go out from us and be no longer 
of us, they did it under the censure of this church as 
irregular and disorderly. Those charges have never 
been withdrawn nor any explanation nor proof of them 
offered to the church. 

The separation from the church of members residing 
in the same place for the causes they alleged, and in the 
manner and under the circumstances it was done, we 
look upon as altogether schismatic and irregular. 

According to your communications, it seems that reli-. 
ance is made upon the conncil of June last, as having 
given them a regular organization, 
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Besides the insuperable objections to the irregular in** 
terference of that council in the affairs of this church, to 
which no previous notice had been given, the conditions 
on which that council proposed to acknowledge those 
members as a distinct church, according to our best in- „ 
formation, were not performed ; consequently the doings 
of that council had no effect towards establishing them in- . 
to a regular church, or acknowledging them as such. 

This church have, for a long time, proceeded upon the 
principle, that fellowship and communion ought to be 
maintained among christians,, and that it is a great offence 
towards Christ their master,, the great head of the church, 
to build up separating walls between his servants. If it 
be a fact, as the evidence before us does not permit us to 
doubt, that the body you denominate the second congre- 
gational church would not hold christian fellowship and 
co hmunion with this church, we should, so far as we 
promoted your union with them, exclude ourselves from 
fellowship and communion with you, and you .also from 
fellowship and communion with us. To do this, either - 
directly or indirectly, under present circumstances, we . 
should esteem contrary to the principles of the gospel. 

Therefore, until such obligations as justly lie against 
the regularity of the body you denominate the second 
congregational church be removed, and we have better 
evidence of their disposition to be in christian fellowship 
with this church, it appears improper and unreasonable 
to the church to commend you to that body for the pur- 
pose of being connected as members with them. 

It might also be remarked, that our letters of commen- 
dation to a church, which would not hold fellowship with 
us as christians, would be worthless afid of no avail. 

While the difficulties of fully granting your request 
are thus made kncrwn to you, the church would have you 
understand, that according to the principles upon which 
they have uniformly actecl, they would be willing, if de- 
sired, and any reasonable cause were suggested, to grant 
you a dismission and letters of commendation to any 
regular church, which is disposed to hold christian fel- 
lowship with this church. 

By order of the church, 

THOMAS BEEDE, Moderator. 
June 25th, 1 824. 

At the church meeting in which the above answer was 
ordered to four of the applicants, it appeared that the 
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other two, who had requested dismission and recommen- 
dation, h >d long neglected to attend the Lord's suj per 
with the church, and that some members alone and to- 
gether, had attempted in vain to reclaim them. Under 
these circumstances, the church thought it proper to ex- 
amine into their conduct, before considering the question 
of recommending them to any church* That they might 
have an opportunity to offer any thing which they wish- 
ed in justification, and a decision be made thereon accor- 
ding to christian principles, the church voted that the two 
members charged with this delinquency u be called up- 
on to give to the church on next lecture day, or previous, 
the reasons, if any they have, of their long continued 
neglect of attending to the celebrating of the Lord's sup- 
per with this church." 

Without any farther communication to the church, the 
six members, who had applied for dismission, took meas- 
ures to convene an ex-parte council. On Sunday, July 
11th, the following letter was delivered by the applicants 
to the clergyman, who on exchange with the pastor con- 
ducted the religious exercises of the day, and was by 
him communicated to the church. 

LETTER, 

To the Church in Wilton, under the pastoral care of Rev* 

Thomas Beede. 

Brethren, 

Our repeated request for a dismission from our cove- 
nant relation to you, that we might join the second con- 
gregational church in this town, not having been granted ; 
and our sense of the importance of such dismission still 
continuing, we have thought expedient to call an ecclesi- 
astical council for advice, and to point out to us the Way, 
if any can be, in which we may be relieved from our 
present embarrassed state, and connected with that 
church. We have accordingly invited several churches 
by their pastors and delegates, to unite in council at the 
house of Zebadiah Abbott, in Wilton, on Wednesday, 
the 14th of the present month, at 8 o'clock, A. M. 

We give you this notice, that you may, if you please, 
appear, and state objections, if any you may have. 

Your brethren and sisters, 

(Signed.) 
Wilton, July 9th, 1824. 
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At the same time another letter was communicated to 
the church from the two applicants, concerning whose 
neglect a process had been commenced. 

LETTER, 

To the Church in WHioto, under the pastoral cart of Rev* 

nomas Beede. 

Brethren, 
You request to know our reasons for absenting our-* 
selves so long from the Lord's table. In answer. We 
can only state that they are the same which have lain 
us under the painful necessity of seeking for a dismission 
from you, and which have been therefore made known 
to you. 

Your aggrieved sisters. 

(Signed.) 
Wilton, July 9th, 1824. 

All the reasons they had made known to the church 
were contained in their first letter requesting dismission, 
and which must,therefore, be the reasons referred to in this 
letter. They were expressed in the following words. 

44 We the subscribers, who stand in covenant relation 
with you, being pesuaded in our own minds that our spirit- 
ual edification and comfort and peace of mind may be bet- 
ter promoted in connexion and fellowship with the church in 
connexion with the Second Congregational Society in Wilton, 
therefore request," &c. 

Upon these letters being communicated, the following 
votes were passed. 

44 Voted, as an expression of the mind of the church, 
when a council is convened ex-parte, such as this church 
now, for the first time, with great surprise, have received 
intelligence is to be on Wednesday next, without a mu- 
tual council being first u» reasonably refused, or as in the 
present case even requested of the church, that such ex- 
parte council, however wise advice they may give as a 
body, or as individuals to individuals, can have no right 
from scripture, or reason, or ecclesiastical usages, to in- 
terfere in the affairs of this church, or in any way to af- 
fect the relation of its members to it ; and further; that 
the church are ready on all suitable occasions to re- 
ceive the advice and aid of an impartial mutual council. 

44 Voted, that Rev Thomas Beede, and brother Sam- 
uel Abbot be a committee to present to the council, when 
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assembled, the views of the church as expressed in their 
last vote." 

The church, at that time, did not act upon the letter 
which purported to assign reasons of absence. It con- 
cerned a subject, which, with a meeting of the church, 
stood then adjourned to a subsequent day, and it was 
both suitable and desirable that the pastor should be pre-' 
sent when the church acted on the subject. 

RESULT OF COUNCIL. 

Pursuant to letters missive from several members of 
the church in Wilton, under the pastoral care of the Rev. 
Thomas Beede, an ecclesiastical council convened at the 
house of Mr. Zebadiah Abbott, in said town, on July 
14, 1824, for the purpose of giving advice to said mem- 
bers, relative to their request to be dismissed and recom- 
mended to the second congregational church in Wiltoll ; 
present, 

Churches. Pastors. Delegates* 

Francestown, Rev. M. Bradford, Dea. N. Savage. 

Dunbarton, Rev. W. Harris, Dea. J. Patterson. 

Pelham, Rev. J. H. Church, Dea. B. Barker. 

Dunstable, Ms. Rev. S. H. Tolman, Dea. Z. Kendall. 

Lyndeborough, Rev. N. Merrill, Dea. B. Goodridge. 

The above pastors and delegates were unanimous in 
forming themselves into a council ; and chose Rev. Mo- 
ses Bradford, moderator ; and Rev. J. H. Church, scribe. 
The throne of grace was addressed by the moderator. 

The council then attended to all the communications, 
which the persons who called them, wished to make ; to 
the results of two ecclesiastical councils, which had been 
convened in this town by persons now composing the 
second congregational church ; and also to such commu- 
nications as the Rev. Mr. Beede and Samuel Abbot, Esq. 

were disposed to offer.* 

-* — 

* The persons named, as before has appeared, were charged with 
a message from the church, which was executed by presenting to the 
council, before proceeding to business, a certified copy of the procee- 
dings had by the church, when notified of the council to be conven- 
ed. Here their commission ended, as was expressly mentioned to the 
council. The council afterward made some inquiries of them, on 
Which they merely as individuals, frankly gave the desired informa- 
tion, so far as they were able. Inquiries were also made of two oth- 
er persons present as spectators, and the co'incil attended " also to 
such communications" as they " were disposed to offer. 17 
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After a free and somewhat protracted discussion of 
the, subject submitted to the council, the following result 
was adopted* 

The first question which, in the view of the council, 
naturally arises, is this: Have the persons, who have 
called this council, sufficient reasons for requesting a dis- 
mission and recommendation from the first, to the second 
congregational church in this town ? On this question, 
the council are of decided opinion that the above named 
persons have sufficient reasons for making such a request ; 
and that their reasons, in their view, are clearly manifest 
from the papers and statements submitted to the council. 

The second question which arises, is this : Have the 
above named persons taken proper steps to obtain the 
object of their request ? The answer to this question 
seems equally as plain as the preceding. They have 
rftspectfully presented and renewed their request to the 
church for a dismission and recommendation ; and the 
council do not see what further steps could reasonably 
be judged necessary. 

but as their request has not been granted, and they 
now ask this council for advice, and to point out what 
further steps they can take ; th§ council are free to say, 
that notwithstanding they have taken so touch pains to 
obtain the object of their wishes, it may still be expe- 
dient for them to renew thf ir request very respectfully 
to the church of which they are members, to be allow- 
ed the privilege of promoting their better edification, by 
a connection with the second congregational church in 
this place. It is, therefore, the unanimous advice of this 
council, that they again present a respectful request to 
the church to be dismissed and recommended to the said 
second church ; and if the request should not be grant- 
ed in one month after it is made, the council would ad- 
vise them to offer themselves to be received as members 
of the church, with which they wish to be united, and 
would advise the said church to receive them. 

Respecting the two sisters, who have been required 
by the church to give the reasons of their absenting 
themselves from the Sacrament of the Supper, the 
council are of opinion that they are excusable for their 
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absence, as they had requested a dismission ; * and it 
was known that it was for their better edification.! They 
therefore, in the opinion of the council, stand as fair to 
be dismissed and recommended, as they did before the 
brethren or the church asked them to give the reasons 
of their absence from communion : so that the above ad- 
vice of the council as much respects them as the other 
persons who have requested it. 

The council would now very affectionately add a 
word of exhortation to the young persons, { who have 
invited them here ; entreating them to walk with all humil- 
ity and meekness "before God and man ; and constantly to 
implore his guidance and direction ; and may the grace 
of the Lord Jesus Christ be with them. Farewell. 

Voted, unanimously, that the above be adopted as the 
result of this council. 

MOSES BRADFORD, Moderator. 

John H. Church, Scribe. 

♦From the expressions here used in the result, the state of 
facts might perhaps he misapprehended* One at least of these two 
members had been absent from the Lord's table several times next 
preceding her first making request of dismission, and one of these pre- 
vious absences she expressly spoke of to the council, in a manner, 
that shewed It was for the same cause as those which followed. In 
the process pending in the church on the subject, no distinction had 
been made in the absences previous or subsequent to her request, nor, 
in the reasons offered to the church for justification, did she make any 
distinction in them. A certified copy of the proceedings of the church 
in this process was before the council. 

But attention to these facts may be esteemed of little importance, 
unless on the ground that a request of dismission for better edifica- 
tion is a sufficient excuse for voluntary neglecting to attend christian 
institutions in the church. 

t Whatever might be the discernment of the council, the church 
v " had not skill to foresee that a dismission of these members would be 
for their better edification. The church, however, have never objec- 
ted to members judging for themselves where they might be best edi- 
fied, or refused dismission and recommendation because, in a matter so 
uncertain, the correctness of their judgment was doubted. But the 
council perhaps intended nothing more by their expression than could 
be said with propriety, that these persons had made known to the 
church their opinion, that they could be better edified elsewhere, as a 
reason for their dismission. 

X These persons, except two females, were within the age of mi- 
nority. 

14 
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The following tetter was received from the six mem- 
ber! who had convened the council* 

LETTER, 

To the Church in Wilton, urukt the pastoral cart of Rft, 

Thomas Beede. 

Brkthuin, 
We, the undersigned, having repeatedly requested yod 
to grant us a dismission from our covenant relation to 
you, and a recommendation to the second congregation- 
al church in this town, stating, our reasons for the same* 
and not having had our request granted, have at length 
thought fit, as the only thing which seemed practicable, 
by which to accomplish our wishes, to call an ecclesias- 
tical council, for advice upon this subject* And after 
having stated our case to said council, and received their 
advice, once more to renew our application to you for a 
dismission and recommendation : we do* therefore, Accor- 
ding to their advice, most respectfully request you, dear 
brethren, to dismiss us from our covenant relation to you. 
and recommend us to the watch and care of the second 
congregational church in this town* 

Your aggrieved brethren And sistttB, 

(Signed.) 

Wilton July 18, 1824. 

To four of these members the church gave the follow- 
ing answer. 



The Church of Christ in Wilton, to 



♦ *** 



Brethren ani> Sisters, 

The church have carfefulltr attended to jwr fetter of 
the 18th of July last, which contains a request of de- 
mission and recommendation " to the watch and care of 
the second congregational church in this town," a* it is 
by you called* 

The very explicit and plain answer which the church 
have recently given to the saine request from you, with 
the reasons of the church, which reasons still remain in 
full force, render any answer to your last request almost 
superfluous* 
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* 

It is well known to it* members, that this church have 
esteemed it wrong and unchristian for the churches of 
our Lord to refuse fellowship and communion with each 
other, and the church on that account have ever declin- 
ed giving letters of commendation for the purpose of 
transferring any of its members to a church that would 
not hold fellowship with this church, lest they should 
thereby participate in the wrong-driest by voluntarily 
placing any of our members in such a church, we should 
involve them and ourselves also in some degree, as their 
abettors, hi the guilt of so far rejecting many of the sin- 
cere disciples of our Lord as to refuse to treat them as 
brethren in the faith and fellowship of the gospel. Nei- 
ther you nor others have ever attempted to shew the 
church that this principle is wrong, though acted upon 
not only recently, but in a very deliberate manner more 
than twenty years ago, when the first case here occurred 
to call it into operation* Until convinced, that the prin- 
ciple is wrong, we might esteem it not proper to violate 
it in favor of any church to which it is applicable, much 
less, while we have any regard to order and discipline 
in the church, can we consent to violate it in favor of 
certain irregular members, who have departed from us 
in a schismatic manner, though they may have assumed 
tp be a distinct church* 

You may therefore plainly understand, that while the 
objections to which the church have repeatedly advert- 
ed remain, the church cannot consent to commend you 
or any other member tcttbe watch and care of what you 
call the second congregational church. 

When the advice of a regular mutual council might 
have been had, and when even now the church would 
be willing to submit the reasonableness of refusing the 
dismission and recommendation, which you have request- 
ed, to the examination of an impartial mutual council to 
advise thereon, the advice of the esparto council con- 
vened by you can be no inducement to the church to 
grant your request. Taking into view the advice of that 
council and the circumstances under which it was given, 
(he church do not esteem it entitled to the least regard* 

According to our covenant engagements to watch over 
you, and apprehensive of the temptations by which j[eu 
are assailed, we do very seriously admonish and caution 
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you to take heed how you put trust in any men, who 
would encourage you to break the solemn covenants and 
promises you have so lately* made with God and this 
church, and who would presume to absolve or excuse 
you from the guilt of so doing. 

It is not the desire of this church to retain unwilling 
members in its connexion ; and while your conduct justi- 
fies it, the church would willingly commend you to the 
watch and care of any church to which it may be done 
consistently with order and just principles. 

If, however, you shall proceed as that council have ad- 
vised you and form the connexion which they recom- 
mend, this church, unless different intentions are mani- 
fested by you, must consider it under present circumstan- 
ces as evidence of a determination on your part, to set 
at naught your covenant engagements to this church, and 
to reject its watch, care and discipline over you. 

May the God of all grace have you under his guid- 
ance and in mercy direct you in the way of truth and 
righteousness. 

By order of the church, 

THOMAS BEEDE, Moderator. 
August 9th, 1624. 

The same answer, except the second sentence and the 
last sentence but two, which were omitted, was given by 
the church to the two other applicants. 

No intricate speculations are necessary to disclose the 
cause, that ex-parte councils have been here preferred 
to mutual councils as better adapted to promote the late 
enterprises. The ex-parte council last convened is just- 
ly entitled to the reputation it may acquire by support- 
ing the doings of the two councils, which preceded it, 
and building on their foundation. We cannot yet fclaim 
to be impressed with such deference for these councils as 
to think their decisions or advice can cause any proce- 
dure of the persons advised to be right, which without 
such decisions or advice would be wrong. Those dis- 
posed to differ from this opinion, or who may think that 
the decisions and advice of this council, determine what 

* These persons were received into the church as members, after 
the late troubles in the church commenced, which gave birth to the 
new society. 
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is right, may deduce from the proceedings in this particu- 
lar case such general principles as these : 

1. Members of a church, without first requesting a mu- 
tual council, may convene a council ex-parte " to accom- 
plish their wishes" in opposition to the church. 

2. When members of a church have requested a dis- 
mission and recommendation to another body assuming 
to be a church, and alleged as a reason their being per- 
suaded it would promote their edification, they are ex- 
cusable for neglecting, both before and after their request, 
to perform their covenant engagements " to attend dili- 
gently to the institutions and ordinances of the gospel as 
God in his providence, shall give them opportunity." See 
covenant, page $7. 

3. When a process for voluntary neglect of a gospel 
ordinance has been commenced in a church against mem- 
bers, and before the church has had time regularly to 
decide on their innocence or culpability, an ex-parte 
council may interpose and volunteer a decision of the 
case, and those members stand fair as ever to be dismis- 
sed and recommended, and may be received, on advice 
of such council, into another church. 

The reader, who may think fit to direct his attention 
to this council, is left to make his own comments on their 
proceedings, and to judge how far the principles they 
countenance may promote good order and be preferred to 
former usages approved among congregational churches. 
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